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Gbhe Solicitors’ Sournal. 


LONDON, JUNE 3, 1876. 


CURRENT TOPICS. 


We HAvE READ with deep regret the communication 
addressed to the newspapers lately by the counsel of Mr. 
Albert Grant. We say “addressed to the newspapers,” 
because a letter written with the intimation that the re- 
ceiver is at liberty to publish it, cun hardly have been 
viewed by the writers, as men of the world, in any 
other light. The matter becomes the more grave from 
the eminence in their profession of the learned counsel 
who have taken this novel step; and the question suggests 
itself—In whose interest must the letter be considered to 
have been written, and on what grounds has this unusual 
course been adopted? But fortunately these questions 
need not be answered, for, whatever answers are 
given to them, there can te but one answer to the 
question, Does the act admit of any justification? If the 
writers were anxious to justify their own advice and con- 
duct in the eyes of the public, we regret te find that 
members of the bar, accused of no crime and to whom no 
moral delinquency is imputed, should think it necessary 
or becoming to descend to a personal vindication before 
the public of an act done purely in their professional 
capacity. Other generations of lawyers would have 
thought that, if neither their reputation nor their self- 
confidence was sufficient to rest upon, their proper 
appeal was to the skilled judgment of the bench and 
the bar; and if anew system has now been initiated, 
it only remains to us to regret that leading members 
of a leading profession should have deliberately 
sacrificed the independence of their rank. If, on 
the other hand, the letter was written to serve the 
interests of Mr. Albert Grant, we do not, venture to 
express any opinion as to its success; but it appears te 
us that the greater the success the greater was the im- 
propriety. There can be no room for any doubt or dis- 
| pute that it was not an act done by counsel in the dis- 
' charge of their professional duty; it was a work of 
_ supererogation, and in professional matters the non- 
professional stands in dangerous propinquity to the un- 
professional. If it ever becomes the accepted doctrine 
that it is the function of counsel, not only to give his 
client his best advice and to conduct his case in court 
according to the best of his discretion and ability, but 
to come to his aid in the columns of the daily press, 
the world will no longer recognize the high and 
' honourable claims which the profession have hitherto 

' -put forward and acted upon, but will rank them on the 
level of agents and isans. There are other aspects 
of this’ unfortunate letter to which, in the present state 
of circumstances, it would be improper to advert, nor do 
we criticise the form adopted, nor investigate the precise 
Meaning of the terms used; on these time will put a 
construction, and, whatever that may be, the reasons on 
which we have based our objection to the course taken 
will be in no way affected. 





_ . Wuirz ovr remanks of last week on the subject of the 
* block at the Rolls were passing through the press, a re- 
markable scene was being enacted in “another place.” For 





a whole sittings one of the courts of the Chancery Division | 
has been closed for the trial of actions; the usual oppor- 
tunities, neither more nor less, have been afforded for 
hearing motions and other interlocutory applications, 
and getting decretal orders in short causes, but not a 
single contested case has been disposed of, although 
there is a list waiting for trial considerably 
longer than usual, notwithstanding a recent 
transfer of considerable amount from the court 
(when it is recollected that for many years the 
course of transfers has always been fo the Rolls, 
and that this has been one of the most efficient 
agents in the prevention of arrears in the other courts, 
the significance of this will be apparent). Suitors who 
selected the Rolls for their causes because they expected 
there to procure an earlier, as well as a more efficient, 
hearing than they could hope for elsewhere, now find 
that they must either put up with indefinite delay, or 
perhaps, after waiting till wearied out, be compelled to 
resort to an inferior tribunal, by consenting to a refer- 
ence, or otherwise. And when the public dissatisfaction 
at this state of things begins to make itself heard, two 
learned peers are found gravely to propound and answer 
a question in solemn form in the House of Lords, the 
gist of which is to show that the Master of the Rolls has 
sat, or will by the time the long vacation comes 
have sat, us often as usual at the Rolls, and 
therefore (?) no just ground of complaint has been 
given by his absence. As if it mattered to those whose 
causes have been waiting since the middle of April, and 
are no higher on the list now than they were then, to 
know that there will have been so many more motion 
and petition days occupied with matters, very necessary 
indeed, but with which they have no concern? As if the 
fact, if it be a fact, that in point of gross time occupied, 
the suitors at the Rolls will have been no worse off than 
before, were any answer to the complaint, admittedly 
well founded, that fewer causes have been heard, that 
more causes are awaiting a hearing, and that a longer in- 
terval has elapsed without a sitting for the hearing of 
causes than has been known since the retirement of 
Lord Eldon? The idea is too ludicrous for serious com- 
ment, and the whole proceeding would be irresistibly 
comic if it were not for the importance of the interests 
sacrificed. 





WE VERY GLADLY TAKE LEAVE of the Verey contro- 
versy. The debate on Friday week ended as every one 
expected it would; but explanations were given which, 
if they had been afforded three months ago, would prob- 
ably have prevented opposition to the vote for salary, 
although they would not have removed the main objec- 
tion to the appointment. The Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer stated that the Lord Chancellor appointed the 
junior official referee, “not merely on the recommenda- 
tion of the Lord Chief Baron, but in consequence of 
inquiries which he himself instituted, and which satisfied 
him that the appointment was a proper one,” and the Lord 
Chancellor himself stated that he had “very strong 
concurrent testimony in Mr. Verey’s favour.” As to 
Mr. Verey’s qualifications, Mr. Rodwell affirmed that he 
spent three years in the office of one of the “legal 
firms of solicitors” (sic) in London, Messrs. Crowther & 
Maynard ; that then he went through the ordinary curri- 
culum of students of the bar ; that he assisted one who was 
a county court judge in preparing “ one of the volumes of 
Chitty’s Reports ”’ (sic), and that “ from the age of eight- 
een to that of forty he had devoted himself industriously 
to the study of the law.” Mr. Forsyth added that 
Mr. Verey “had had some practice, though not a large 
practice.’ And the Attorney-General read a letter from 
an eminent firm of solicitors, who certified that they had 
constantly had the benefit of Mr. Verey’s services and 
had found him to do his work with great ability. All 
this goes to show that Mr. Verey’s appointment was not 
made without inquiry, and that, although his capacity has 
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not hitherto been known to the profession, he may be 
competent to discharge the duties of his office. But it does 
not in the least meet the objection which we have all 
along raised to the appointment, that men of high proved 
and known capacity might have been found for the post. 
‘The important matter in making an appointment is, as 
Mr. Herschell well pointed out, not merely to obtain a 
man fit for the office, hut the fittest man, and if 
the discussion on the recent appointment leads to a 
clearer understanding in the future of the principle on 
which patronage to smaller judicial offices ought to be 
exercised, the public may be congratulated on the re- 
sult. 





THE RAPID AND CONSTANT INCREASE in the number of re- 
ported cases in which our law has now to be sought for, 
leads many a modern practitioner to look back with 
envy to the time when one or two shelves would hold all 
the reports. No wonder the old judges laid down legal 
principles with distinctness, and the old lawyers advised 
with no uncertain sound; they had not to contend with 
the overwhelming mass of decisions which now vex and 
confuse the practitioner. It has been stated by a great 
legal writer that, according to the theory of our juris- 
prudence, every decided case whereby an old rule of law 
is applied to a new combination of facts does, ipso facto, 
constitute a new rule of law. Theoretically that is so; 
and the rule so constituted is treated as binding by 
courts of co-ordinate jurisdiction unless it is clearly and 
palpably wrong. Even the courts of appeal, although 
they have never held themselves bound by the decision 
of an inferior court, have yet always attached a certain 
weight to such a decision, proportionate to the learning 
and reputation of the judge who made it, as being 
for the time, and until dissented from or overruled, an 
authoritative exposition of the law which may have in- 
fluenced practice. But there is clearly a limit to this 
way of regarding the matter, or the rules must become 
so many and complex that it will be impossible for them 
to be consistent. A mind thoroughly possessed of the 
legal principles which do, in fact, underlie and support the 
innumerable and often contradictory precedents, will be 
slow to regard a decision as modifying or controlling the 
operation of well-established rules. Those who have 
business before the Master of the Rolls know how fre- 
quently counsel are twitted with having recourse to 
authority when they cannot rest their arguments upon 
intelligible principle. On a recent occasion in the 
Court of Appeal at Westminster, his lordship gave direct 
expression to his feelings upon the subject, stating to 
counsel who was about to cite the decision of a court of 
first instance that his lordship’s mind was so constituted 
that he was quite unable to regard the effect of any de- 
cision which was not absolutely binding uponhim. To 
the observation thereupon made by another learned judge 
that it had always been the habit of the courts of appeal 
to regard the decisions of the inferior courts, at least so 
far as was requisite for the purposes of consistency of 
decision, and that, were it not so, the House of Lerds 
would ignore all decisions but its own, his lordship stated 
still more emphatically that nothing, to his mind, had 
been productive of so much evil as the way in which 
judges, instead of applying themselves to the facts before 
them, had regarded the question of consistency, and of 
what other judges had done with reference to other con- 
ditions of fact. Nothing, in our opinion, can be more 
wholesome than this sort of criticism, or than this mode of 
dealing with cases. But it raises the obvious ques- 
tion whether, if the legal rules which are to guide the 
bench are thus distinguishable from the particular 
application of them waich has been made by indi- 
vidual judges, no steps can be taken to ob- 
tain some authoritative statement as to what those 
rules are. The principles running through and gov- 
erning the reported decisions are no doubt clear, 
distinct, and well defined, but they are so only to minds 
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of exceptional capacity, trained by long practice and’ 
familiarity with the books. The great bulk even of the 
profession find it difficult to discover from the reports. 
what part of a case is to be considered as embodying a 
general rule which is to be relied upon, and what part is 
merely the particular application of the rule, and is 
therefore to be disregarded; the consequence is that 
clients and the courts are largely supplied with a pulpy 
mass of decisions and dicta in place of the hard fibre of’ 
principle, and the public, we believe, has become sceptical 
as to the existence of any legal rules at all. But if they 
exist, as they do at any rate in the minds of some of our: 


judges, it must be possible to express them, and if they - 


can be expressed it is a scandal that our law should 
remain in its present chaotic and unwieldy condition. 
The difficulty will only be solved when it is thought 
worth while to attract to a work of such daily increasing 
importance some minds of the energy, learning, and 
capacity which we are accustomed to associate with the- 
bench. 





WE ARE GLAD To OBSERVE that the question of the use of 
wines and spirits at sales of land by auction is attracting 
attention among the auctioneers. The Hetates Gazette 
says :— With respect to the subject mentioned in our 
last of the supply of wines and spirits at country sales 
of estates by auction, we fully agree with the corre- 
spondents of the Souicrrors’ Journat that the custom is. 
very objectionable ; it would be far better to pay a cer- 
tain amount for the use of the room. We believe there 
have been cases in which a sale has been set aside in 
consequence of the party bidding being in a state of 
intoxication.” 





We orve in another column a report of the Lord 
Chancellor’s statement of the changes proposed to be 
effected by his new Bankruptcy Bill, and a part of the 
report of the committee, but we postpone our comments 
until the Bill has appeared in print. 





Tue Orrice for the Registration of Joint Stock Com- 
panies is in course of removal from Serjeants’-inn, Fleet- 
street, and on and after the 7th of June next the busi-- 
ness of that office will be conducted at the Inland 
Revenue Department, Somerset House. 








In the Dublin Court of Probate on Monday, in a case of 
In the Goods of Rebecca Franks, Dr. Darley, Q.C., moved 
that letters of administration be granted to James Robert 
Davis. Mr. Phillips said he was sorry to interrupt Dr. 
Darley, but he had been asked, as the senior member of the 
junior bar present, to ask whether Dr. Darley had a junior 
counsel with him. Judge Warren said that it was not neces- 
sary. 

On Thursday evening the gardens of the Inner Temple 
were, by permission of the benchers, thrown open to the 
public between the hours of six and eight, and will continue 
open during those hours every evening until the end of 
August. It has been the custom for years past to grant 
the boon to the poor children of the surrounding neigh- 
bourhoods, generally commencing about the 18th of June, 
but this year it was decided to extend the time, and com- 
mence on the Ist, 


In a case before the Irish Court of Exchequer Chamber 
on Wednesday last, in which the issue was tried before the 
Lord Chief Justice and a special jury in February, and 
after an investigation extending over three days, a verdict 
was found for the plaintiff, Mr. Baron Dowse remarked : 
—‘‘I bave the learned judge’s notes before me, but no 
human being, considering himself as a human being, could 
understand what this is all about. The cabalistio figures of 
the Lord Chief Justice ‘‘1I.X. Q.B.”’ on his notes are in- 
explicable.” 
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PARLIAMENT AND THE COLONIES. 


Is the early part of the eighteenth century the Parlia- 
ment of Great Britain passed an Act (6 Geo. 1, c. 5) 
declaratory of its right to legislate so as to bind Ireland, 
if expressly named in the Act, and in the latter half of 
the same century a similar claim was put forward in re- 
spect of our (then) North American colonies. The 
immediate consequence of the one was the independence 
of America, and the other would certainly have entailed 
a disastrous civil war, not improbably ending, as matters 
then stood, in the annexation of Ireland to France, had 
we not, in 1782, beat a hasty, and somewhat ignominious, 
retreat from the position so rashly taken up. This 
might, one would have thought, have been enough to 
dispose of the question, even if we had not on record the 
exhaustive argument of Edmund Burke, unanswered and 
unanswerable, against the claim. ; 

Under these circumstances it is somewhat startling to 
find the President of the Board of Trade solemnly flaunt- 
ing the old “red rag” in the face of Canada, and it is far 
from encouraging to find his position supported by all 
the authority (politically considerable, if legally insigni- 
cant) of “ Historicus.” . That such a claim, if seriously 
put forward, and attempted to be practically enforced, 
either in Canada or Australia, would involve the loss of 
those colonies to the Crown, is a matter too patent for 
argument; and, indeed, “ Historicus,”’ even when insist- 
ing most strenously on the right of the “ Imperial 
Legislature” to bind the colonies, admits that “ it 
would not be right” to exercise it. But the claim 
of right, even if never exercised, must necessarily be 
galling to the susceptibilities and humiliating to the 
patriotic pride of the colonists, and it, therefore, 
seems ‘worth while to examine the foundation upon 
which it rests, and to endeavour to show exactly how 
far, and in what sense only, it is capable of being sup- 
ported. 

A good deal of confusion has crept into our notions 
on this and cognate questions from the use of the term 
“Imperial Parliament.” This expression has even 
found its way into certain Acts of Parliament, and to 
that extent may be supposed to have a kind of statutory 
authority, but it does not seem to have any support 
either in the history or the nature of the body to which 
it is familiarly applied, whose true title we take to be 
the ‘‘ Parliament of the United Kingdom of Great 
Britain and Ireland.” But whatever authority Parlia- 
ment may have to confer on itself a high-sounding 
title (if indeed it has done so), it must be clear that it 
cannot thereby increase or alter the limits of its 
proper jurisdiction, and that, if Parliament has not 
a right, inherent in its constitution, to legislate 
for Canada (or any other colony), it cannot create 
any such right by any amount of assumption or de- 
claration, at any rate unless such assumptions or de- 
clarations have been expressly assented to by some 
person or body having such inherent authority. 
Would an Act of the British Parliament passed in 
the reign of one of the Georges, and expressly dealing 
with Hanover, have had any direct operation in the 
Electorate ? and if not, for what reason are the Canadians 
(say the French portion of them) more subject to parlia- 
mentary authority now than the Hanoverians were then ? 
And upon whal petnetgle can a body of gentlemen whose 
sole raison d'étre is founded on the right of repre- 
sentation, claim to interfere in the concerns of people 
bp directly nor indirectly represented amongst 

em ? 

We may therefore disregard altogether all arguments 
drawn, like those of “ Historicus,” from Acts of the British 
Parliament or declarations of British Ministers, unless 
they can be shown to have been affirmed or willingly 
acquiesced in by the country purporting to be affected 
by them. We say willingly acquiesced in, for an 
acquiescence extorted by simple force (as was that of 

Treland from 1719 to 1782), and repudiated at the first 





opportunity, cannot confer any right greater than that 
involved in the 
‘simple plan 
That they should take who have the power, 
And they should keep who can.” 


On principle, it must be evident to any one who 
reflects upon the nature of those representative assem- 
blies which under various names were as widespread as 
feudalism itself, that the authority of every such assem- 
bly must be conterminous with the represented district. 
In ancient France, where the feudal system was more 
completely and logically developed than it ever was else- 
where, we find a complete assortment of provin- 
cial “estates” in the several pays d'état, in which 
the great feudatories respectively managed, with 
the co-operation of their own vassals, the affairs of 
their own fiefs, while the general affairs of the kingdom 
were reserved for the consideration of the “States 
General,” in which all the provinces were directly repre- 
sented. And these “States General’ appear to have 
been the only attempt in early times to give effect to 
that principle of federal representation which has been 
so elaborately worked out in the Constitutions of the 
United States and the Dominion of Canada. The only 
other European instance of this of which we are aware 
(prior to the present century) was the States General of 
the United Provinces; but this was a mere assemblage of 
delegates from the provincial estates, with powers strictly 
subordinated to those of the provinces; an executive 
council for common action, not a paramount authority 
for general legislation. So completely was the princi- 
ple in question recognized in ancient England, that no 
attempt was ever made, till after the accession of the 
Stuarts, to impose any tax upon the counties palatine of 
Durham and Chester by the authority of Parliament, 
these counties being governed, according to their ancient 
Constitution, by the palatine councils till after the insti- 
tution of the “‘ Great Council of the North ” avowedly to 
introduce direct despotism. 

On the other hand, it must be admitted that, in point 
of fact, not only has Parliament frequently passed Acts 
directly affecting the colonies, but the establishment of 
the Colonial Constitutions themselves has in not a few 
instances been effected by statute. But this, if rightly 
looked at, will be seen to arise from an indirect and ac- 
cidental, not a direct and inherent, source of parliament- 
ary control. Every dependency of the British Crown 
is, of course, subject to the lawful authority of the 
Sovereign, and that is the sole legislative authority in 
every case where no Constitution has been regularly 
granted. In every “Crown colony,” then, new laws 
may be enacted—so long, at any rate, as nothing is done 
contrary to Magna Charta and the Bill of Rights—by the 
authority of a Royal proclamation ; and therefore, in every 
such colony, every Act of Parliament which has received 
the Royal assent, and has been promulgated in the colony 
by the Royal authority, at once becomes law by reason of 
such promulgation, none the less so—but none the more 
—because the Sovereign has in the particular case acted 
in accordance with advice given by Parliament. In 
the colonies which have a legislative Council of their own 
it is further necessary, no doubt, that any such new law 
should have the sanction of the Council, but as these Coun- 
cils are for the most part composed either of officials or 
nominees of the home Government of the day, their con- 
currence in any Act passed by the home Parliament be- 
comes obviously mere matter of course. 

But where representative institutions have been 
granted to any colony, the Crown has thereby relin- 
quished the right of promulgating any new law except 
with the advice and consent of the Colonial Assembly, 
and any attempt thereafter to impose any regulation on 
such a colony by any central authority whatever can 
stand on no better footing than Mr. Grenville’s Stamp 
Act or Charles I.’s imposition of ship-money. But, as 
since the Revolution the Sovereigus of England have 
never acted except upon the advice of their responsible 
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Ministers, and those Ministers have practically held office 
during the pleasure of the English House of Commons 
(and this was just as true before the Union with Scot- 
land, when there were three separate Parliaments in 
these islands, as it is this day, when there is but one), 
it has naturally come to pass that, in all matters of im- 
portance, the inherent right of the Sovereign to govern 
the colonies has been exercised in accordance with the 
declared wishes of that body; and that, in many in- 
stances, and notably in the irrevocable concession of im- 
portant constitutional rights, the home Government 
have taken care, for their own protection, to have the 
advice they tendered to the Monarch formally authenti- 
cated by being embodied in an Act of Parliament. The 
Act of the Sovereign, in granting the Constitution or 
otherwise, depends upon the advice given him by the 
Minister. The Minister dare not, or, at any rate, will 
not, advise except under the authority of Parlia- 
ment; and thus, but thus only, does Parliament 
contrive to exercise a very effectual, if indirect, 
eontrol over the colonies. Nor does this entirely 
cease, even with a Constitution; as the colonial 
Acts require the Royal assent, Parliament can, 
and does, compel the Government to advise the Crown 
to withhold that consent in certain cases, and thus con- 
tinues to maintain a negative, even after it has lost its 
power of positive, intervention. Nay, it may demand— 
and, in the case of the Australian Constitutions, it did 
demand—as a condition of its assent to the orig- 
inal proposition to confer representative institutions 
on any given colony, that certain classes of Acts shall 
always be reserved for the assent of her Majesty 
—i.e., of the home Government—and can thus prac- 
tically prevent the colonial Assembly from legislating 
on those subjects without the concurrence of Parliament; 
or it may require the original Constitution to be so 
limited, as was done in the case of New Zealand, as to 
withdraw certain classes of subjects wholly from the 
cognizance of the colonial Assembly. But all this 
depends solely upon its influence over the Crown; it 
cannot act directly upon the colonists, who have no place 
amongst its members, nor on the colonial Legislature, 
which acknowledges no master but the Sovereign. 

It follows from this that, as soon as the power of the 
Crown within any particular colony or dependency has 
become constitutionally limited, the controlling force of 
the “ Imperial” Parliament is correspondingly curtailed, 
and that any attempt to do, in the colony, by the author- 
ity of an Act of Parliament, that which the colonial exe- 
cutive would have been powerless to do without such 
authority, is a simple usurpation, never justifiable, and 
which, if attempted in the case of any of the more power- 
ful colonies, will lead certainly to grave dissatisfaction 
and not improbably to civil war. 
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IMPLIED COVENANT FOR SUPPORT. 


In the case of Colebeck v. The Girdlers’ Company (24 
W. RB. 577, L. R. 1 Q. B.D. 234) a vigorous attempt 
was unsuccessfully made to break in upon a venerable 
and wholesome rule of law. That the tenant of an 
unfurnished house must take the risk of its being 
habitable and of its continuing habitable, and cannot 
call upon his landlord to repair, even though through 
want of repairs the premises may become dangerous, 
was finally settled in 1853 (Gott v. Gandy, 2 W. R. 
38, 2 E. & B. 845); but the lines on which that 
decision proceeded were clearly marked out, in 1680, 
in the well-known case of Pomfret v. Ricroft (1 
Wms. Saund. 321), where it was held by the Exchequer 
Chamber that a lease of a house and land with the use 
of a pump situated on land reserved to the lessor, does 
not impose on him the obligation of repairing the pump. 
The court of appeal in that case seem to have adopted 
the judgment given in the court below by Twysden, J., 
who, in opposition to the rest of the court, held, says 





the reporter, “tofis viribus,’ that for a bare non- 


feasance of the lessor or grantor no action would lie, and. 


Hale, C.B., added that, “if I lend a piece of plate, and 
covenant by deed that the party to whom it is lent shall 
have the use of it, yet if the plate be worn out by 
ordinary use and wearing without my fault, no action of 
covenant lies against me.” The ground of the decision 
is not clearly brought out in Saunders, but if we refer to 
other reports of the same case it becomes very obvious, 
Thus, in 1 Vent. 26, it is stated that the argument 
for the plaintiff was “ that the defendant having granted 
the free use of the pump was bound to do all things 
necessary to make his grant effectual to the plaintiff, or 
else he broke his covenant of enjoying.” And in 2 Keb. 


505, it is stated that Keeley, C.J:, in the court below,. 
held that, “when anything is done or suffered by the- 


lessor whereby the lessee cannot enjoy his benefit, it is a 
breach of covenant.” These extracts (which appear 
to have escaped the attention of the learned editors of 


Saunders) show plainly enough that the question. 


debated in this case was whether the lessor does 
not engage that the demised premises shall be 
fit for the tenant’s purposes during the lease; 
and that the principle laid down by the Exchequer 
Chamber was that, upon a grant for a term of years of 
real property, there is no warranty by the lessor that it 
either is, or will continue, capable of being used and 
enjoyed by the lessee. 

In Colebeck v. The Girdlers’ Company two grounds 
were suggested on which an exception to this principle 
might be based. The first of these was the peculiar 


nature of the property. A part of the demised house - 


(No. 40) rested upon a wall belonging to the lessors and. 
constituting a party-wall between an archway in their 
occupation and another house (No. 38), also belonging 
to them, but let to another tenant. It was suggested. 
that, from the exceptional character of the demised 
premises, there must be implied “an absolute right of 
support.” But this, when examined, is merely the 
repetition in another form of the notion that the landlord. 
engages when he lets a house that it shall be, and shall 
continue, fit for the use of the tenant. Why must the 
“absolute right of support’? be implied in this case? 


Because, without the support of the wall, the house would. 


become uninhabitable and valueless to the tenant. But 
the law says it is no part of the duty of the landlord to 
keep the demised house habitable or useful to the 


tenant. If the lessor, in the ordinary case of a house - 


sinking, so as to become uninhabitable, from one kind 
of insecure foundation, is not liable to an action by the 
lessee, there seems to be no reason why the lessor of 
a house sinking, so as to become uninhabitable, from an- 


other kind of unstable foundation, should be so liable. . 


To imply a duty on Jessors of houses resting on walls be- 
longing to them to keep the houses from falling, while no 


such duty is imposed on lessors of houses resting on the - 


ground, would be absurd; in the first case the lessee has 
warning of the insecurity of the foundation, since he 
knows that the stability of his house depends on a perish- 
able wall; in the last he has not, because it is usually 
assumed that the earth is solid and stable. 


But it was attempted to draw a distinction between. 


the recent case and Pomfret v. Ricroft and the class of 
cases above noticed, on the ground that the plain- 
tiff, the lessee, had no right himself to repair the 
party-wall on which his house rested. In Pomfret 
v. Ricroft, Twysden, J., and apparently the Exchequer 
Chamber, held that the lessee could repair the pump, 
and in Gott v. Gandy, and other similar cases, 
the premises were entirely in the possession of the lessee ; 
whereas in the recent case the wall on which the structure 
let to the tenant rested was a party-wall belonging 
jointly to the lessors and the tenants of No. 38. It 
might be fair, it was urged, to hold that the lessor 


was not bound to repair when the lessee could do so.;. 


the lessee had then the remedy in his own hands ; but the 


state of things was wholly different where the lessee had. 























+ June 3, 1876. THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL. 603 
. d do repairs. The court disposed of | order appealed from had been made by the consent of the 
wp sight to enter ene Ne 20 Pie parties, and that no leave to present The appeal had been 


is objection b inting out that the lessors had, as 
Leer apes ope the lessee of No. 38, the right 
to repair the wall (see Cubitt v. Porter, 8 B. & C. 257), 
and by holding that the plaintiff might have exercised 
whatever right of repair his lessors had. It seems to 
us that a more satisfactory answer would have been 
that, whether the lessee could or could not repair 
the wall was immaterial to the question of whether 
the lessors could be compelled to do so. It would 
be strange if the mere fact that the lessee could 
not repair imposed a duty on the lessor to do so. 
Moreover, if the principle of law is, as it was stated by 
Lord Justice Mellish in Erskine v. Adeane (21 W. R. 802, 
L. R. 8 Ch. 756), that, “in taking a lease of property the 
rule is caveat lessee; he must take the property as he 
finds it,’ no question of whether the lessee could or could 
not repair would be material. The lessee ought to have 
observed that he could not repair when he took the 
premises, and if he meant to impose an obligation on 
the landlord to do what he could not do himself he ought 
to have obtained an express undertaking from him in the 
eat the ground chiefly relied on was that, since the 
lessee had covenanted to repair the demised house, and 
since he could not fulfil his covenant unless the lessors 
kept the wall on which the house rested in repair, there 
must be implied an obligation on their part to repair the 
wall. The answer to this is twofold. First, the lessee could, 
as the court held, fulfil his covenant by repairing both 
the supporting wall and the house; and next, even if 
this were not so, it would surely be preposterous to hold 
that if a covenant by A. for the benefit of B. cannot be 
performed owing to a default of B., therefore A. can sue 
B. for such default. To hold this would be to imply a 
duty on the lessor to enable his lessee to fulfil obligations 
to himself, whether he chose to enforce those obligations 


or not. 





The New Practice. 


SERVICE OF ENGLISH WRITS IN 
IRELAND. 


Assuming that Green v. Browning was appealed in 
order to test the correctness of the view hitherto taken 
by the judges in chambers on this subject, we confess 
we cannot appreciate the soundness of the policy displayed 
in bringing on the appeal while the judges are actually 
deliberating as to the best mode of remedying the 
grievance complained of, If the appeal from Mr. 
Baron Amphlett’s decision had been successful the 
judges would, of course, at once have said there was no 
grievance to remedy, and the rules would have been left 
as they are, with the chance at any time of the Court of 
Appeal deciding the other way. On the other hand, in 
the event which has happened, and which on any reason- 
able construction of the rules must happen, of the failure 
of the appeal, the result is simply the loss of costs 
and wasting the time of the, Queen’s Bench Division. 
Moreover, the choice of the case was an unfortunate one ; 
for, as the court said, if ever there was a case in which it 
would be fit to allow the party to be sued in this country 
it was that before them. On the whole, we should think 
thethreatened application to the Court of Appeal to de- 
cide on the construction of a rule which is practically 
defunct will hardly be carried out. 





CASES OF THE WEEK. 
Orpver Mave py Consent or Parrizs—APPEAL—LEAVE 
or Jungz—Jupicature Act, 1873, s. 49.—On Wednesday, 
the 3lat nit., the application in the case of Plant v. 


Brist ‘ich we noted last week (ante, p. 584), was 
again bofore the Court of Appeal. The applica- 
tion w ‘e out an appeal on the ground that the 





given by the Master of the Rolls, who had made the order. 
The order, as drawn up, was not expressed to have been 
made by consent, and the court held that for this purpose 
they could look only at the order itself. But they allowed 
the motion to stand over to the hearing of the appeal, with 
liberty to apply to the Master of the Rolls to amend the 
order. This application was made, and the order was 
amended, and was then expressed as having been made by 
consent. The motion to strike out the appeal was thereupon 
renewed, and the Court of Appeal (James, L.J., Baggallay, 
J.A., and Lush, J.) ordered it to be struck out, refusing 
an application by the appellant’s counsel that the motion 
might stand over to enable him to move before the Master 
of the Rolls to discharge the order on the ground that the 
appellant’s consent had been improperly obtained. 





AppeaL—Security For Costs—SprctaL CrrcumsSTances 
—Orp. 58, rR. 15.—On the 31st ult, in the case of The 
Phosphate Sewage Company v. Hartmont, application wae 
made that the defendant Hartmont might be ordered to 
give security for the costs of an appeal, of which he had 
given notice, from the decree of Vice-Chancellor Malins 
(24 W. R. 530), who had ordered him to pay to the plain- 
tiffs a sum of £65,000, with interest, and had made him 
and a number of other defendants jointly and severally 
liable for the costs of the suit. The evidence in support 
of the application was that several bankruptcy petitions 
had been presented against the appellant, one of which 
was still pending, that the hearing of the case before the 
Vice-Chancellor had occupied sixteen days, and that the 
fees paid to the plaintiffs’ counsel amounted to £640. It 
was suggested that security to the extent of £400 onght to 
be given. In answer to this the appellant’s evidence 
showed that the creditors who had presented the previous 
bankruptcy petitions had all been paid, and that the pro- 
ceedings under the pending petition were standing over to 
enable the petitioner to realize securities which he held 
for his debt, and which, it was alleged, would produce 
enough to cover it. It was urged that there was no 
reason shown for requiring security to be given, unless it 
was to be required in every case in which a decree had 
rendered an appellant liable to pay a large sum of money. 
The court (James, L.J., Baggallay, J.A., and Lush, J.) 
ordered the appellant to give security for £200, either by 
depositing that sum in court, or by giving a bond with 
sureties. The costs of the application were to be treated 
as costs of the appeal. 





Detivery oF Document BY FiLtInc—DEFENDANT NOT 
AppeaRING—Notice oF Motion—Orp. 19, kB. 6; 
Orv. 53, x. 3, 7.—Tho question which was raised 
before the Master of the Rolls in Dymonds v. Croft (ante, 
p- 586, 24 W. R. 700), and before Hall, V.C., in Cook v, 
Dey (March 16, 1876), as to the proper mode of serving a 
notice of motion upon a defendant who has not appeared 
in an action, was brought before the Court of Appeal on 
Thursday, the 1st inst., in a case of Morton v. Miller. The 
action was for the foreclosure of an equity of redemption, 
the writ having been issued out of the Liverpool district 
registry. Several of the defendants did not enter appear- 
ances. The plaintiff gave notice of motion for judgment, 
and delivered the notice to the non-appearing defendants 
by filing it with the registrar at Liverpool, The motion 
came on to be heard before Vice-Chancellor. Malins, who, 
on account of the conflict between the decisions in Cook vy. 
Dey and Dymonds v. Croft, desired that the matter should 
be mentioned to the Court of Appeal. Charles Stewart 
accordingly mentioned this point. The court (James, L.J., 
Baggallay, J.A., and Lush, J.), after a full discussion, 
adopted the view of the Master of the Rolls, and held that 
& notice of motion is, within the meaning of ord. 19, r. 6, 
a “document required to be delivered to a party,” 
and that, with regard toa party for whom no appearance 
has been entered, a notice of motion may be delivered by 
being filed with the proper officer. 





StayInG PRocEEDINGS PENDING AppRaAL—Orp. 58, R. 16. 
— Yesterday, the 2nd inst, in the case of The Phosphate Sewage 
Company‘v. Hartmont, an application was made to the 
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Court of Appeal.on behalf of Enj:lehach, one of the defend- 
ants, to stay execution of the decree of Vice-Chancellor Malins 
(vide 24 W. R. 530) against him, pending. an appeal which 
he had presented. The decree made Englebach and his 
former partner, Keir, jointly and severally liable to ay 
£15,000 to the plaintiffs. Keir had not appealed. The 
judgment of the Vice-Chancellor was pronounced on the 
ist of March; the decree was passed and entered on the 
29th of March; Englebach’s notice of appeal was served on 
the 26th of May. The Vice-Chancellor had given him till 
the Ist of June to pay the money, and on that day he 
applied to the Vice-Chancellor for a stay of execution 

nding the appeal. The application was refused by the 

ice-Chancellor, except on the terms of paying a substantial 
part of the money into court, or giving security for it, and 
it was then renewed before the Court of Appeal (James and 
Mellish, LJJ., and Baggallay, J.A.), who ordered that, 
upon payment of £7,500 into court within a week, the 
execution of the decree should be stayed, the applicant 
paying the costs of the application. Lord Justice Mellish 
mentioned that on Thursday last the Court of Appeal at 
Westminster had held that, unless an appeal was clearly 
frivolous, the proceedings under a judgment for payment 
of money and costs ought to be stayed on security being 
given for the money and costs. Lord Justice James observed 
that the object ofr. 16wasto meet such cases as those in 
which an order had been made for discovery (like the case 
of Flower v. Lloyd, ante, p. 584), and where, unless the 
enforcement of the order was stayed pending the appeal, 
the damage done, in case the order was wrong, would be 
irremediable. At first the court were disposed to stay 
the proceedings on payment of the money into court, or 
security, to be approved in chambers, being given for it. 
But ultimately the order was made in the form above stated. 
Lord Justice James said that great delay might be caused 
in the settlement in chambers of the nature of the security 
to be given. Therefore his lordship thought the better 
plan was to require money to be brought into court. But 
he agreed with the Vice-Chancellor in thinking that, ifa 
man was willing to pay into court a substantial part of 
the sum for which the decree had rendered him liable, it 
was strong evidence of the dona fides of his appeal. 


ne 


Orper By Consent Or Parties—ALTERATION OF MISTAKE 
IN Decgee AFTER PETITION oF APPEAL PRESENTED SO AS TO 
EXCLUDE ApPEaL.—The case of Plant v. Bristowe, men- 
tioned in our issue of May 27 (ante, p. 584), came before 
the Master of the Rolls on the same day, on an applica- 
tion by the defendants to alter the form of the decree, so 
as to make it show that it was a decree by consent. It 
appeared that the plaintiff had been personally in court 
when the case was heard, and had beea warned by the 
Master of the Rolls that the arrangement then agreed to 
would, in the event which had since happened, be equiva- 
lent to an abandonment of the action. The Master of the 
Rolls commented on the plaintiff's taking advantage of 
an accidental slip in drawing up the decree to present a 
petition of appeal, and made the required alteration. 





Cuarcixe Oxper—Costs nor veT TaxED—Onrp. 46, zk. 1 
—1 &2 Vict. c. 11G—3 & 4 Vict. c. 82.—On Wednesday, 
May 31, Dickinson,Q.C., and T. A. R: berts, applied ez parte, 
in the case of Burns v. Irving, to Vice-Chancellor Hall, 
under 1 & 2 Vict. c. 110, 3 & 4 Vict. c. 82, and ord. 46, r. 
1, for an order charging certain stock standing in the 
name of the plaintiff with the amount of costes ordered by 
the decree on the hearing of the cause to be paid by the 
plaintiff to the defendants, although such costa had not 
then been actually taxed. They cited Shelford’s Real 
Property Statutes, Sth ed. p. 581; Beaufort y. Phillips (1 
De G. & 8. 321), Chadwick y. Holt (4 W. R. 791, 2 Jar. 
N. 8. 918), and Garner v. Briggs (27 L.J. Ch, 483). The 
suit was instituted for the purpose of enforcing an alleged 
agreement under which the plaintiff claimed to be entitled 
to a share of the profits of a certain coal mine, and the 
bill was dismissed with costs on the ground of laches. 
Hall, V.C., made an order nisi charging the shares - with 
the amuunt of costs when taxed. 





Service oF EnetisH Writs 1v [RELAND.—Before the 
Queen’s Bench Division, on the 27th ult., Charles Bowen 
appeared in a case of Green v. Browning, which was an 


appeal from a decision of Mr. Baron Amphlett refusing to. 


set aside a writ on the ground that it had been served in. 
Ireland. The service had been effected under ord. 11, r. 1. 


Counsel, in support of his application, read a speech of the- 
Lord Chancellor in answer to a deputation who waited on. 
his lordship to express their views on the subject. He- 


also dwelt on the unconstitutional nature of the rule, and 
its opposition to the principles of former legislation. The 
court, however (Cockburn, C.J., and Mellor and Lush, JJ.), 
held that the rule was explicit, and confirmed the decision 
of Amphlett, B., Cockburn, C.J., remarking that it was 
no doubt a hardship that a man should be sued in London 


for a debt of £20, and have to’spend £50 in coming to- 


London to defend the action, and that the rule in question 
had been for some time under consideration with a view 
to its alteration. 





Time ror ApPEALING.—In the Matter of an Arbitration: 


between John Fox and Samuel John Robinson and William 
Peter Vosper Wallis, the Common Pleas Division had a point 
of some interest before them on the 27th ult. All the 
parties were solicitors, and the plaintiffs claimed two sums 
of £2,186 16s. and £472 16s. as the balance due to them on 
forty-seven distinct bills of costs, and for agency charges, 
with a cash account extending over a period of nearly six 
years. On June 5, 1875, the parties consented to an order 
of Huddleston, B., referring all matters in dispute to the 
arbitrament of counsel. The order of reference contained a 
clause empowering the arbitrator, if he thought fit, to refer 
the bills of costs for taxation to the master. After thirty 
sittings, in which the arbitrator had heard all the evidence 
and taxed a few of the bills of costs, the arbitrator asked the 
parties to allow him to have an assessor to tax the bills of 
costs under his direction. He explained that he did not 
wish to exercise his power of sending them to the master, 
because that course would involve a repetition before the 
master of all or most of the evidence already taken before 
him ; for without a knowledge of all the circumstances the 
master would not know on what principle the bills ought to 
be taxed. The defendant refused to allow the arbitrator to 
have such an assessor, whereupon the plaintiff, on April 22, 
1876 took out a summonsat chamberscalling on thedefendant 
to show cause why the course proposed by the arbitrator 
should not be pursued. Master Dodgson heard the appli- 
cation, and then indorsed the summons :—‘‘ I have no power 
to alter the order of Mr. Baron Huddleston, which is a con- 
sent order. This is not to prejudice any application 
to the judge. Costs to be in the discretion of the 
arbitrator.” The parties thought it best to go 
before the judge who had originally made the order of 
reference, and by a special arrangement with his lordship 
the parties came before him at Westminster on May 12. 
Ths learned baron made the order as asked, empowering 
the arbitrator to appoint an assessor other than the master 
to aid him in taxing the bills of costs. Seven days passed 
without the defendant’s taking any steps in the matter; 
on the eighth day, however, he gave notice of appeal from. 
the order of Mr. Baron Huddleston, stating his intention 
of moving the court on the 26th or the next convenient 
day. Reginald Brown, on the 27th ult., moved the court 
to set aside the order of the judge. Woollett, for the 
plaintiff, objected that the motion had not been made 
within eight days, in accordance with ord. 54, r.6, Brown 
replied that the notion was prevalent that it was quite 
sufficient to give notice of appeal within the eight days. 
But the court (Brett and Denman, JJ.) held that such a. 
construction of the roles was quite untenable. The 
notice must be given “ at least two clear days” before the 
day named in the notice for hearing the motion, and that 
day most not be more than eight days after the date of the 
order. On counsel's complaining that that construction 
compelled him to give notice of appeal on the fifth day 
after the order was made, the court replied that it had 
always been so before the Jadicature Acts; that even in 
the most important case the defeated party had only four 
days in which to make up his mind whether he wonld: 
appeal or no, and that there was good reason for the rule, 
Counsel then urged the court to apply the power given: 
them by ord, 57, r. 6, to enlarge the appointed time, as the. 
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error of the solicitor had been a bona fide mistake under 

the new practice, and with a view of showing that this 
was ® proper case for exercising that power he 
was allowed to go into the merits. He argued 
that Mr. Baron Huddleston had no power to 
make such an order, which was a departure from the 
‘terms of the voluntary agreement to refer. The master 
was the person who, it was arranged, should tax these 
bills of costs if the arbitrator could not do it all himself. 
‘The master would have unrivalled experience in such 
matters, and would charge much less than an ordinary 
assessor. A referee had not power to call in assessors 
when the order of reference was made before the Judicature 
Act, Bat the court held that to send these forty-seven 
bills of costs to the master would prolong the reference 
at least a year and a half, and,as they saw nothing in 
the merits to induce them to enlarge the time for appeal- 
dng, the motion was rejected as not having been ‘‘ made 
within eight days after the decision appealed against.” 





Set-orF.—In the case of Philpott v. Lehain, the Com- 
‘mon Pleas Division had, on the 29th ult, to con- 
sider whether payment of costs under a rule of 
court made on a _ judge’s order was enforceable 
‘in an action, and therefore a fit subject for set-off or 
counter-claim. The action was for an unlawful distress, 
.and neglecting to sell the distress within the proper time. 
The detendant, in his statement, justified the distress and 
the detention of the goods, and then claimed by way of set- 
-off and counter-claim four months’ rent of the premises, 
and three sums of £9 12s, 2d. £9 Ils. 10d, and 
‘$8 17s. 10d. respectively for costs payable by the 
plaintiff to the defendant under three rules dated 
March 13, 1875, made upon orders dated December 
15, December 21, 1874, and January 2, 1875. To 
the latter part of this set-off the plaintiff demurred. 
The court at once expressed an opinion that these orders 
could not have been set off under the old law. Bovell, for 
the plaintiff, argued that neither could they be so set off 
rander the Judicature Acts. He cited section 24, sub-section 
3, ofthe Act of 1873, which says that the courts shall have 
‘*power to grant all such relief as such defendant shall have 
properly claimed by his pleading and as the said courts 
might have granted in any suit instituted for that purpose.” 
But as no action could be brought on those orders (see Sheehy 
v. Professional Life Assurance Society, 2C. B. N. S. 211), 
they consequently could not be set off under this section. 
Ord. 19, r. 3, says that the defendant's set-off or counter- 
claim shall have the same effect as a statement of claim in 
a cross-action, and, as these orders would not have 
constituted a good cause of action, so. neither could 
they be set off under this rule. The only ques- 
tion then was whether ord. 42, r. 20, had made any 
alteration; the heading of that order was ‘‘execu- 
tion,” and the rules under it all, therefore, referred merely to 
process of execution and not to causes of action. Moreover, 
the words used were that orders may be “enforced”; but to 
bring an action on an order was not enforcing it; the 
plaintiff in such a case had not advanced a single step, he 
had merely got a judgment on a judgment, but he had 
done nothing that in any way had enforced the first judg- 
ment. Moreover, these judge's orders were made before 
the Judicature Acts came into operation, and those Acts 
were not retrospective (see Re Joseph Suche § Co., 24 
W. R. 184, L. R. 1 Oh. D. 48). Ambrose, Q.C., and 
Aretas Young, for the defendant, cited Gray on Costs to 
show that before the Judicature Acts a judgment creditor 
‘Could have brought an action on his jadgment, but that 
by statate he could not recover his costs in the second ac- 
‘tion, as the proper course was to sue out execution. Hence, 
bringing an action on the judgment was one way of en- 
forcing it. And by ord. 42, r. 20, you could now bring an 
action to enforce an order of a judge in any matter, and, 
therefore, the dam: recoverable in such an action were 
fit subject of set-off or counter-claim, The court (Brett, 
Grove, and Denman, JJ.) adopted this view, holding that, 
though the proper remedy for disobedience to an order of 
the court was by attachment, still the Act made such 
disobedience the subject-matter of an action in itself, and, 
therefore, of a counter-claim under the Act. The de- 
‘murrer was therefore overruled with costs. 








Costs.—In the Common Pleas Division some discussion 
arose yesterday in reference to the rules as to costs since 
the Jadicature Acts. In the case of Saunders v. Stewart 
the court, by @ considered judgment, reduced the damages 
to a nominal sum, and then, on the application of the 
counsel for the plaintiff, granted a certificate for costs. 
This certificate was not embodied in the order drawn up. 
The defendant opposed the taxation of costs, and accord- 
ingly the plaintiff took outa summons to have the costs 
taxed, which was referred to the court. Thereupon arose 
the question whether the court would hear a discussion as 
to costs. The court heard it in the present case, but de- 
clined to allow the case to be a precedent, intimating that 
if that were allowed it would be necessary to pat all cases 
into the paper on the day when considered judgments 
therein were to be delivered, and this the court could not 
do without further consideration. 








Rebhiews. 


LAW DICTIONARY. 


A Conctss Law Dictionary. By Hersert Newman 
Mozuey, M.A., and Gsorce Caispe Wuuireiey, MLA., 
Barristers-at-Law. Butterworths. 


This book is a great deal more modest in its aims than 
the law dictionary we reviewed some little time ago. Its 
main object is to explain, briefly, legal terms, both 
ancient and modern; in many places, however, the 
authors have added a concise statement of the law. But 
as the work is intended both for lawyers and the public 
at large it does not profess to go into details, or to give 
more than an outline of the doctrines referred to under 
the various headings. Having regard to this design, we 
think the work is well and carefully executed. It is 
exceedingly complete, not only giving terse explanations 
of legal phrases, but also notices of leading cases and 
short biographies of legal luminaries. The information 
given extends to Scottish, and even to Dutch law 
phrases. But it is, of course, with the explanation 
of obsolete terms of English law that the chief part of 
the work is concerned, and here we stand aghast at the 
variety and uncouthness of the phrases. Who knows 
what O. Ni signifies? What law student of the present 
day can explain the useful practice of Bolting? And 
what modern practitioner would be able to advise as to 
the remedy in case a coparcener, pretending to exercise 
her esnecy, eloigns all the esplees? We may add that, 
on pp. 364—376, a very convenient table of reports is 
given, showing the abbreviations, the date and the court ; 
and that the book is very clearly printed. 





The following letter was published in the daily newspapers 
on Monday :— **Temple, May 27, 1876. 

‘«My dear Sir,—Under the very peculiar circumstances 
in which the action of Twycress ¥. Grant has been allowed 
to proceed, we think it due to you to state that the course 
taken by us on Friday last was taken after full considera- 
tion, and entirely on our own responsibility. 

‘¢For reasons which will be forthwith stated to the full 
court, we were and are of opinion that you would not have 
had an opportunity of thoroughly vindicating yourself in 
the present action. 

“Tf the jury should arrive at an adverse verdict, their 
decision must be reviewed by another tribunal, and on that 
occasion, as well as on the trial of the pending actions, the 
whole of your case will be placed before the public, who 
will, in fairness and justice, until then suspend their jadg- 
ment.—We are, yours faithfully, 

“J, Humprarrs Parry, 
“J. P. Bangamin, 
“ ARTHUR COnRN. 

** Mr, Albert Grant. “RR. E. Waastsr, 


“ P.S.— You are at liberty to publish this letter” 
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Nates. 


On Frmay, May 19, ina case of Ex parte Carter, the 
Court of Appeal decided a question, upon the construction 
of section 110 of the Bankruptcy Act of 1861, which ap- 
pears never to have been raised before, and as that Act, 
notwithstanding its repeal, can still operate with regard to 
persons who were adjudicated bankrupt under it, but who 
have not obtained orders of discharge, the decision is 
worthy of being noted. Section 110 provides that if, ata 
meeting of the creditors of a bankrupt, convened as 
therein prescribed, “a majority in number, representing 
three-fourths in value, of the creditors present shall so re- 
solve, the proceedings in bankruptcy shall be suspended, 
and the estate and effects of the bankrupt shall be wound 
up and administered in such manner as such majority shall 
direct, and the bankrupt, having made a full discovary of 
his estate, shall be entitled to apply for an order of dis- 
charge.” The question raised in Zz parte Carter was this :— 
What effect has the passing of such a resolution upon the 
after-acquired property of the bankrupt? Does the reso- 
lution, of itself, without any further proceeding, release 
the after-acquired property from the claims of the credi- 
tors? The circumstances which gave rise to the question 
in Er parte Carter were these:—In September, 1869, a 
person named Jacobs was adjudicated a bankrupt. In 
November, 1869, his creditors passed a resolution under 
zection 110 thas “‘all further proceedings in bankruptcy 
be suspended, and that the estate be administered by che 
assignee in bankruptcy,” but no order of discharge was 
granted to the bankrupt. Io August, 1875, the bankrupt 
(ander the name of Thornhill, which he had 
then essumed) sued Carter for a commission which 
he claimed on the gale of an estate, and obtained 
a@ verdict for £500, for which sam he signed jadg- 
ment. The assignee in the bankruptcy, while the action 
was in progress, accidentally discovered that the bankrapt 
was the plaintiff, and thereupon gave notice to Carter that 
be claimed to be entitled to whatever might be recovered 
in the action, and required Carter to pay it to him 
and not to the plaintiff. After judgment had been entered 
up the bankrupt issued a debtor’s summons for the amount 
against Carter, which Carter resisted, on the ground that 
the debt was not due to the bankrupt, bat to his assignee. 
The registrar refused Carter's application to dismiss the 
summons, and the matter was then brought tothe Coart of 
Appeal. It was argued on bebalf of the bankrupt that the 
effect of the resolution under section 110 was to release all 
his after-acquired property, notwithstanding that he 
had not obtained an order of discharge, and it was said that 
the fact that the section provided that the bankrupt was 
to be entitled to apply for an order of discharge upon 
making “a full discovery of his estate” showed that the 
construction suggested was the true one, inasmuch as it 
was impossible that the bankrupt could make discovery 
of anything but his actually existing estate, and therefore 
the fair inference was that it was intended to limit the 
rights of the creditors to that actually existing estate, and 
to exclude their claims to any property which the bankrupt 
might acquire in the futures The Court of Appeal (James and 
Mellish, L.JJ., and Baggallay, J.A.) declined, however, to ac- 
cede to this argument, Trey held that the section could not 
be construed as taking away from the assignee that which, by 
virtue of section 141 of the Bankruptcy Act of 1849, had 
already vested in him, viz., all the personal estate of the 
bankrupt, present and future. If it had been intended that 
a proceeding under section 110 should of itself operate as an 
order of discharge, it would have been said that the bank- 
tupt should be entitled to an order of discharge, not merely 
that he should be entitled to apply for an order of discharge. 
It could not have been intended that the majority of the 
ereditors should be able to take away from the minority 
their rights in the after-acquired property of the bankrupt ; 
it was only intended to deal with the mode of sdministra- 
tion. When the bankrupt applied for an order of discharge 
his application might be opposed by any of the creditors, 
and he would then have to satisfy the court that he was en- 
titled to have his discharge.” The result was that, though 
the bankrupt might have able to sustain the action at 





law if the assignee had not intervened, yet, as soon a the 
notice to the defendant, the right to the 


aesignee gave 





debt vested in the assignee, and the bankrupt could not sus. 
tain the debtor's summons. 





A DECISION given on Friday, May 19,in a case of Re Tells 
wright, shows that the jurisdiction of the Court of Bankruptcy 
with regard to proceedings in other courts is not quite so ex. 
tensive as it is sometimes supposed to be. A liquidating 
debtor had, a few days before he filed his petition, executed 
a deed whereby he assigned a number of debts due to him 
by way of security for the repayment of moneys which the 
assignee had advanced to him. The moneys so advanced 
formed part of an estate of which the assignee was the ad- 
ministrator. A suit in chancery had been instituted to 
administer that estate, and in that suit a receiver had been 
appointed, who, under the provisions of the deed of assign- 
ment, had got in some of the debts assigned byit. The 
trustee under the liquidation applied t> the Court of Bank- 
raptcy to set the deed ofassignment aside as fraudulent against 
him, and an order was made by Mr. Registrar Pepys, setting 
aside the deed, and also directing the receiver in the chancery 
suit to pay over to the trustee in the liquidation the moneys 
which had come to his hands by virtue of the deed. The 
Court of Appeal (James and Mellish, L.JJ., and Baggallay, 
J.A.) held that there was no jurisdiction to make this order 
against the receiver, and expressed some astonishment at 
its having been made. They were of opinion that, the re- 
ceiver being an officer of the Court of Chancery, the money 
which he had received could be taken out of his hands only 
by means of an order of that court. 


On Monpay, May 22, in a case of Re Meade, the Chief 
Judge in Bankruptcy expressed an opinion as to the 
validity of resolutions passed under a liquidation petition 
in a form which, we believe, has been not unfrequently 
adopted. The resolutions were to the effect that the 
affairs of the debtor should be liquidated by arrangement, 
appointing a trustee, and providing that, on payment by 
the debtor to the trustee of a sum equal to ls, in the 
pound on the debts due to the creditors, the debtor should 
be entitled to his discharge, and that the payment should 
be made by three instalments, each of 44. in the pound, at 
six, twelve, and eighteen months from the registration of 
the resolations, the instalments being secured by promis- 
sory notes of the debtor. The Chief Jadge expressed an 
Opinion that these resolutions amounted to an evasion of 
the provisions of the Act, and ought not to have been 
registered. They were, in effect, an arrangement for a 
composition in the guise of a liquidation by arrangement. 
The resolutions had, however, been registered, apparently 
without objection, and the matter came before the court 
at the instance of a creditor who had not been in- 
cluded in the debtor’s statement of affairs, and who 
knew nothing of the proceedings until more than a 
year after they had taken place. About that time he 
commenced an action against the debtor, founded partly 
on debt and partly on a count ic detinae. The debtor, 
though he pleaded several pleas, did not plead the resolu- 
tions. When the action came on for trial the defendant did 
not appear, aud a verdict was found against him on both 
counts. The same day the debtor obtained ex parte in the 
county court an interim order restraining further pro~ 
ceedings in the action, and this injunction was afterwards 
made perpetual, The Chief Judge held that, so far as 
the action was founded on tort, the court could not re- 
strain it at all, and that as to the rest of it, in the exer- 
cise of the discretion given by r, 289, the proceedings 
ought not to be restrained, inasmuch as the creditor's 
rights bad been prejadicially affected by the resolutions, 
the debtor having been left by them in possession of his 
property, and the creditor having been compelled to enforce 
his claim by an action. 








On Tuesday, inanswerto Mr. C. E, Lewis, the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer said the official referees of the High Court 
of Justice had been appointed on the understanding that 
they would not be allowed to continue to practise at the bar. 

A member of the New York bar writes to the Zimes, that 
Mr. Pierrepont, the new United States Minister, is distin- 
guished for his eminent legal abilitics, both on the bench 
and at the bar. 
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REPORT OF THE BANKRUPTCY COM. 
MITTEE. 


‘Tue committee appointed to consider the working of the 


Bankruptcy Act, 1869, in their report to the Lord Chan- 
-cellor state—We find a general concurrence of opinion 
that the Act of 1869 has not, in its working, satisfied the 
expectations of the public, inasmuch 9s it affords great 
facilities for a debtor to relieve himself of his liabilities, 
while there is great extravagance in administering, and 
‘long delay in winding up, estates. 

We have grouped under separate heads the most promi- 
nent of the existing defects, and beg leave to offer certain 
‘suggestions which we think will, to some extent, remove 
them. 

Proxies.—The special policy of the Act of 1869 was to 
give creditors the right to administer its provisions with 
the least possible official assistance. 

In the few cases where this almost exclusive authority 
thas been prudently and diligently exercised, the working 
of the Act of 1869 has not been unsatisfactory. 

The power of the creditors is necessarily, to a great ex- 

‘tent, exercised by proxy, and we find their carelessness in 
delegating authority has led to great abuses. 

A proxy generally authorizes the holder to vote upon 
‘questions of conduct as well as of administration, at any 
meeting thronghout the bankruptcy or liquidation. As a 
proxy may be given to any person whomsoever, and in 
whatever interest acting, it is too frequently obtained by 
@ person acting in his own interest or in that of the 
debtor. 

We are informed that, in a certain class of cases, it is 
the common practice for proxies to be held by persons 
who, at the meeting, apparently represent the views of in- 
dependent creditors, but who are in reality paid or retained 
‘by the debtor or the candidate for the trusteeship; and 
that wherever there are assets out of which heavy costs 
may be paid, there is much canvassing, and what has been 
commonly called touting, for proxies. Proxies are, it is 
also said, often bought and sold, where required to turn 
the scale in favour of some resolution. 

It happens, not occasionally, but so frequently as almost 
to form the rule, that a stranger, so far as appears upon 
tthe face of the proceedings, is enabled by the proxies he 
has obtained, to vote himself trustee, to fix his own 
remuneration, to nominate the committee of inspection, to 
order the payment of his costs, and finally to vote, in 
liquidation cases, the debtor’s discharge. 

We report, both upon our own experience and upon the in- 
formation we have collected, that nearly all the evils which 
have led to so much dissatisfaction with the working of the 
Act of 1869 can be traced to the direct or indirect effect of 

$e proxy system ; and that, in our opinion, no effectual check 
can be given to these evils so long as remunerative employ- 
ment is the prize for which proxies can be used. 

With the view of modifying these evils we reeommend— 

That instead of the trustee being appointed by the credi- 
tors, he should be appointed by the committee of inspection, 
and hold his office at their pleasure. 

That restrictions should be placed upon the grant of 
proxies by creditors resident within a reasonable distance of 
the place of meeting. 

That for the purpose of voting at any first meeting of 
creditors no proxy shall (in the case of any creditor resident 
in England) be appointed prior to the date of the preliminary 
meeting ot creditors, where such preliminary meeting is held 
as hereinafter recommended ; and for the purpose of enforcing 
this, the appointment of proxy should be made in the 
creditor's affidavit of debt. Any such aflidavit (the jurat 
whereto bears date prior to the date of the preliminary meet- 
ing) should be received as an affidavit of debt only, and any 
appointment of proxy contained therein should be abso- 
lutely void. 

Initiation of proceedings.— Proceedings in bankruptcy are 
now commenced by the action of an individaal creditor, 
who, in most cases, knows nothing of his fellow-creditors, 
nor does he aot for or in concert with them, 

By the proceeding of such single creditor a dilatory and 
an expensive contest is sometimes carried on as to whether, 


. Or not, adjudication of pert say d shall be made, and the 
adjudication is often set aside by t: 


e action of the body of 





creditors, as soon as they can exercise the provisions o 
section 28 of the statute. 

It is reversing the proper order of events to provide 
that an adjudication should be made in the first instance 
and the conduct of the debtor be inquired into afterwards. 
The result of the inquiry may be, and often is, to find the 
debtor to be undeserving the stigma of bankruptcy whic} 
has been already cast upon him. 

Whilst preventing the hasty:;jadgment, upon uncertain 
information, by which it sometimes happens that a debtor, 
seeking liquidation, is forced into bankruptcy, or as more 
frequently happens a fraudulent debtor is discharged by 
vote at the first meeting, we think it would be proper to 
preserve to the creditors the right to consider, after fall 
and accurate information has been laid before them, the 
conduct of the debtor and his right to his discharge. 

We therefore think it desirable that the present mode 
of instituting proceedings, whether in bankruptcy or 
liquidation, should be altered so that the first order of the 
court, whether upon the petition of a creditor or a debtor, 
should be limited in its operation to the possession and 
administration of property, and should not, in the first in- 
stance, affect the personal status of the debtor, aad that 
it should be left to a subsequent stage of the proceedings 
for the creditors, at a meeting to be held for that 
purpose, to determine whether, or not, the debtor should 
be publicly adjudicated bankrupt. 

We beg leave to state that, by limiting the order of the 
court in the first instance to the administration of the 
debtor’s property, the system, if thongbt desirable, could 
be applied to the estates of deceased persons whose assets 
are insufficient to pay their debts in fall. We think the 
estates of deceased insolvents should be so administered, 
particularly as by section 25 of the Judicature Act the 
rules in bankruptcy, and not in chancery, are to prevail in 
the administration of such estates. We further think that 
the creditors of a deceased debtor should have power to 
interpose in the realization and management of the estate. 

It is also found in practice that in large mercantile 
cases, where some only of the partners are residents in 
England, much delay and inconvenience are occasioned, 
because, although the firm has notoriously suspended pay- 
ment, no administration of its joint estate can be ordered. 
Inasmuch as the system we recommend does not primarily 
interfere with the status of the debtor, we think the court 
in London should in such cases have power to order 
administration when it has been proved to its satisfaction 
that the firm is unable to pay its debts. 

If our recommendations are followed sections 125, 126, 
and 127 of the Act shoald be repealed. 

For the purpose of carrying into effect the above re- 
commendation, we beg leave to submit that the following 
procedure should be substituted for that which prevails in 
bankruptcy, liquidation, or composition. 

On a creditor's petition.—No proceedings should be 
taken on a creditor's petition until er parte proof be given 
of the sufficiency of the creditor's debt, of the act of 
bankruptcy, and (where necessary) of the trading. 

Upon such proof the court should, where the trading 
has been proved, make an order wisi for the administra- 
tion of the estate, for staying all proceedings against the 
debtor, and for appointing its prescribed officer, the re- 
ceiver, who should only take possession of the debtor's 
property where the court so orders. 

The order nisi should be served on the debtor, and 
should give him seven days to show-why the order of 
administration should not ba revoked. 

Where trading has not been alleged or proved, no order 
nist should be made, but "he petition should be served aad 
dealt with as hitherto under the Act of 1869, 

Where a cebtor shows to the court that the grounds 
stated in the petition are not sufficient to sopport the 
order of administration, the petition shou'd be d:smisssed, 
and in the case of a trader the order nisi should be re- 
voked. 

Where the trader debtor fails to show cause agvinst the 
order nisi, or the non-trader against the petition, =n absolate 
order for administration should be made forthwith, and, in 
the caso of a non-trader, the prescribed officer shoald be 
appointed receiver (as in the case of an order sisi), and all 
proceedings should be stayed. 

Upon an absolute order of administration being made, 
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the debtor should, within seven days of its date, or within 
such time as the court should allow, file a list of his credi- 
tors, duly verified upon oath to the best of his belief, 
showing which of the creditors are unsecured and which 
secured, and the supposed values of their securities, and 
the amount provable after deducting such value. 

In the event of the debtor not filing the before-mentioned 
list within the time allowed for the purpose, he should be 
adjudicated bankrupt and the adjudication be gazetted. 

It is believed that none but wilfully absent or contu- 


- macious debtors would fail to file such list of creditors. 


On a debtor's petition—A debtor should be at liberty 
to petition for administration, and thereupon the courtshould 
make an absolute orler for administration of his estate, for 
staying all proceedings against him, and for appointing the 
prescribed officer the receiver. 

After an absolute order of administration is made the pro- 
ceedings should be the same on a debtor's as on a credi- 
tor’s petition. 

Proceedings between order of administration and first 
meeting.—Complaint has often been made by creditors of 
the want of authority to manage the affairs of their debtor 
in the interim between the institution of the proceedings 
and the appointment of a trustee ; and also of their want 
of means of communicating with each ether and of promptly 
consulting together on their common interests. With 
the view of enabling the creditors to discuss their debtor’s 
affairs, and to acquire information as to the estate, we pro- 
pose that where the debtor has filed a list of his creditors, a 
non-official meeting, preliminary to the first meeting in 
court, should be called by the same notice as that by which 
the first meeting is summoned; and that the five creditors 
resident in England by whom the largest amounts appear to 
be provable (excluding creditors whose securities appear to 
amount to fifty per cent. of their debts) should be entitled 


t act as a provisional committee up to the time of the first - 


meeting. 

If, upon due caus> shown, the court should be satisfied 
that it would be injurious to the interests of the creditors to 
delay the de-vesting of the debtor's property until the first 
meeting of creditors, the court should have power by speci«l 
order to appoint a trustee to bold office (to be the prescribed 
officer except the court otherwise order) until the appoint- 
ment of a trustee by the committee of in<pection, and tke 
property of the debtor should immediately vest in such 
trustee, 

First mveting.— Where the debtor has not been adju- 
dicated bankrupt the first meeting of creditors should be 
held at a private sitting of the court. 

Where there has been an adjadication, the meeting 
should be pnbliec. 

Where a list has been filed, it should be called by 
notice sent to each creditor, as well as by advertisement. 

At the first meeting of creditors in court creditors 
should prove their debts, and the committee of inspection 
should be appointed by the votes of the creditors proving 
at such meeting, or by those of agents having power to 
prove debte. 

The committee of inspection should have power to con- 
tinue the receivership by the prescribed officer, pending 
the consideration of any offer of composition which might 
be forthcoming, or they should appoint a trustee in whom 
the property should vest as at present. 

In default of such appointment in manner prescribed, 
or if the committee of inspection shall so desire, the pre- 
scribed officer of the court shall be appointed such trustee. 

The conrt shall have power to reject any person whom it 
shall deem unfit to exercise the office of committeeman or 
truste:. / 
The debts to be proved at the first meeting in court 
should be those for which the bankrupt is primarily liable, 
and such «ther liquidated demands as should have become 
due et the dats of the order of adjodication. Other matar- 
oo (soch as upon current bills of exchang: upon 
whick the bankrupt is drawer or indorser) should be 
allowed to be entered ae claims at the first meeting, and 
subsequently to be proved as of that date, so as to entitle the 
holders to all rights of ranking for dividend which they 
LOW possess, 4 
Secon, mething.—At % period of not less than one nor 
more than two months from the first meeting, or if a scheme 
Af comporition or arrangement be pending, at snch time 
as the court should order, a second meeting should be beld, 





at which the trustee should report upon the debtor's affairs, 
and, where bankruptcy has not been already adjadicated, 
as in case of contumacy or absconding, the creditors should 
at that meeting have power either— 

lst. By special resolution to vote the debtor his dis- 
charge, either absolutely or subject to conditions : 

2ad. By special resolution to vote that he be declared 
publicly bankrupt. 

Discharge of debtor by creditors.—If at the second 
meeting the creditors resolve to grant the debtor his dis- 
charge, the resolution should, before the same becomes 
binding, be signed by such further creditors as with those 
voting at the meeting shall form a majority representing 
three-fourths in number and value of all the debtor’s credi- 
tors. Where by reason of residence abroad, or otherwise, 
the views of such creditors cannot be obtained within a 
reasonable time, the court should order such creditors to be 
excluded from the list for the purpose of the calculation of 
the majority. 

Subject to the approval of the court, full power should be 
given to creditors either at their second or any other meet- 
ing, specially convened for that purpose, to resolve by special 
resolu:ion to wind up the debtor’s estate by deed of arrange- 
ment or composition. 

Provided, that a majority in number representing three- 
fourths in value of the creditors, whether preseut at a meet- 
ing or not, should concur in the deed (in manner to be pre- 
scribed) before it is submitted to the court for approval; and 
to prevent holders of current bills, discounted, from out- 
voting the direct creditors of the debtor, such majority of 
the gross creditors should include a majority representing 
three-fourths in value of those creditors only who would be 
entitled to vote at the first meeting in court. The provi- 
sions we hereafter recommend for the official audit and 
ultimate receivership of unclaimed dividends and undivided 
estate should be equally applicable to deeds as to all other 
administrations, . 

Discharge of debtor by court.—Where the debtor's dis- 
charge is not voted at the second meeting, or is voted upon 
conditions which have not been complied with, the court 
should bave power to grant the same at certain times, pro- 
vided the following majorities of the creditors signify their 
consent to the discharge :— i , 

At the end of six months from the first meeting, if a 
majority in nambers and three-fourths in value of the 
creditors assent thereto: 

At the end of twelve months, if a majority in number and 
value assent thereto: 

At the end of two years, if one-third in number and value 
assent thereto: ; 

And at the end of three years, if the courtshall think fit 
to grant the same. ‘ 

Bankruptey.—Where at the second meeting the creditors 
resolve on bankruptcy, their resolution should be reported 
to the court, and aa adjudication should be thereupon made 
and advertised. 

Immediately after the second meeting, whether the 
debtor has been adjadicated a bankrupt previously to such 
meeting, or upon resolution passed at such meeting, the 
court should appoint a day for him to pass his public ex- 
amination, and such appointment should te advertised in 
manner prescribed. iia, 

Such examination should be a fall and searching inquiry 
into all matters of property and conduct, irrespective of the 
investigation by the trustee, and the court should only 
allow the examination to be passed when a full disclosure 
bad been made by the bankrupt, of which the court should 
give a certificate in the prescribed form. : 

The bankrupt shonld not be entitled to obtain his order 
of discharge unless and until he had passed his public ex- 


amination. 
(To be Continued.) 








The Albany Law Journal says that the Senate Judiciary 
Committee bas reported that in lieu of the twelfth article of 
the amendment of the constitution a new article be proposed, 
providing that the electoral vote be counted by the judges 
of the Supreme Court, and that no person holding the office 
of justice of the Supreme Court shall be eligible fer election 
as president or vice-prosident until the expiration of two 
years next aftor he shall have ceased to hold office os a 
member of that court. 
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Saucieties. 


LAW STUDENTS’ DEBATING SOCIETY. 


At a meeting of this society, held at the Law Institution 
on Tuesday last, the question a pointed for discussion was, 
46 Ig the codification of the law desirable and practicable ?”’ 
Mr. Goody opened the question in the affirmative, citing 
in support of his view the precedents of Russia, France, 
‘America, and India, and after a very full discussion, in 
which nine members joined, it was decided by the society 
on that side by a majority of four votes. 





UNITED LAW STUDENTS’ SOCIETY. 


A meeting of this society was held on Wednesday last, 
the subject for debate being, ‘‘That capital punishment 
should be abolished.” ‘The motion was lost by a majority 
of seven votes. 





LAW ASSOCIATION. 


At the usual monthly meeting of the directors held at the 
Hall of the Incorporated Law Society, Chancery-lane, on 
Thursday last, grants were made to the widows and families 
of deceased members amounting to £1,185, and to the widows 
and families of deceased non-members amounting to £52 10s. ; 
-one new member was elected, and the ordinary business was 
transacted. 





UNITED LAW CLERKS’ SOCIETY. 


The Right Hon. Sir George Jessel, Master of the Rolls, 
on Monday evening last presided at the forty-fourth 
anniversary festival of the above excellent society in the 
Middle Temple Hall. Among numerous others present 
were the following :—The Lord Chief Justice, the Hon. A. 
Thesiger, Q.C., Messrs. W. B. Bagshawe, Q.C., F. Rox- 
‘burgh, Q.C., Locock Webb, Q.C., J. W. Chitty, Q.C., J. B. 
Torr, Q.C., F. Waller, Q.C., M. Cookson, Q.C., J. J. Powell, 
Q.C., A. Wills, Q.C., W. T. S. Daniel, Q.C., F. Waller, Q.C., 
L. W. Cave, Q.C., F. A. Inderwick, Q.C., T. H. Baylis, 
Q.C., H. B. Ince, Q.C., Horace Davey, Q.C., A. Kekewich, 
T. E. Crispe, S. Will, Bazalgette, J. Langton, A. Sidney, 
M. Jameson, Patchett, H. Rae, Flavell, Girling, Nicol, 
Brabrook, Anderson, Cecil Beresford, B. Harting, BE. G. 
Saunders, Oswald, Gainsford Bruce, E. Pope, Fatvoye, G. 
Jameson, Vallance, J. B. Pike, Bowman, Ashbridge, F. 
Gordon, Waller, Beattie, E. Harting, and Dr. Thomson. 

The report stated:—‘ . . . Eleven members have died 
during the past year, and to the family of each a sum of £50 
bas or will be paid. The wives of four members have 
‘also died during the same period. Each of these members 
has received the sum of £25. The payments on account 
of death since the last anniversary have amounted to 
£600, and the total payments on this account to 
£17,860 7s. 8d. 

‘The committee have been and are using their best en- 
deavours to provide a fund the interest of which alone will 
be sufficient to meet all superannuation claims whenever 
they may arise and however numerous taey may be. 

“The capital of the general fund on the 5th of April, 1875, 
amounted to £52,284 Os. 1d. Since then £3,731 4s. 4d. 
has been received from all sources. £2,411 17s. 1d. has 
been expended in meeting the various claims on account 
of sickness, superannuation, and death, and in necessary 
disbursements, leaving abalance in hand on the 3rd of April, 
1876, of £1,319 7s. 8d, which has been added to, and thus 
increases the capital on that day to £53,603 7s. 4d., the 
whole of which, save sufficient to meet current demands, is 

‘i nvested in Government securities. 

“The committee have received forty-nine applications for 
relief out of the casual or benevolent fand. On careful in- 
vestigation, forty of these were found to be from deserving 
persons suffering from unavoidable distress, and they were 
assisted as far as the rules permitted. The remaining nine 
- cases could not be entertained, The committee have power, 
out of the same fund, to grant assistance to members in 
need of temporary pecuniary aid by way of loan, repayable 
to suit the borrower’s circumstances, and free from interest 
or any other charge. Assistance of this natare has been 

afforded to several members who would not have accepted 





it by way of gift. In meeting these gifts and loans, a 
sum of £333 has been expended, making the total amount 
of assistance afforded out of this fund since 1832, 
£14,900 9s. 6d. 

“The cash in hand of the casual fund on the 5th of April, 
1875, amounted to £160 1s. 10d. The receipts of the year 
have been £470 10a,, and the expenditure £356 19s. 10d., 
leaving a balance in hand, on the 3rd of April, 1876, of 
£273 12s, 

‘‘There is a sum of £1,294 9s. Reduced Annuities, 
the accumulations of forty-four years, set apart with the 
intention of providing, with other help, small pensions for 
the most deserving and necessitous of the members’ widows, 
but the numerous applications for superannuation allow- 
ance have at present prevented the accomplishment of 
this object. . . .” 

The customary loyal and patriotic toasts having been 
duly hononared, 

The Master oF THE Rotts said :—I regret that the exi- 
gency of my position this evening compels me totrespass on 
you so often, but the toast Iam about to propose is one in 
which I am sure you all feel a deep interest, and it may be 
described as the toast of the evening, “ Prosperity to the 
United Law Clerks’ Society.” In looking over the list of 
subscriptions and donations I confess I was surprised to 
find there was not a larger number of clerks enrolled 
amongst its members, and I hope the deficiency will be 
promptly supplied. It appears to me there could not pos- 
sibly be a more usefal institution as regards the law clerks 
themselves. We all know that theirs is an occupation 
which from its natare must be, toa certain extent, pre- 
carious. A law clerk may not only be thrown ont of 
employment by sickness, or the various other accidents 
which afflict humanity, but he may be deprived of it by 
the death, retirement, or failure in health of his employer ; 
and, looking to all the circumstances of the case, he must 
cortemplate periods ducing which he may be unable to 
obtain a livelihood by following his usual avocation. One 
would think that if he regarded only his own interest he 
would know that he could not do better, in every point of 
view, than join this society. In the first place, by so 
doing he secures himself an income in event of sickness. 
In the next place, he makes a provision for what is in- 
evitable, if he live long enough—old sge—which will 
prevent his pursuing those active duties which are neces- 
sarily incident to hiscalling. Then he must know that the 
hour will arrive for him which comes to all, and that, 
when that time does come, it is not probable that he will 
have been enabled to save a sufficient sum to leave 
those near and dear to him in a position even of com- 
fort. It must, therefore, be a satisfaction to him to know 
that the grief at his loss will not be aggravated by 

cuniary distress. All these are advantages held out to 

im merely in response to his subscribing in a moderate 
annual sum to the funds of the society. And the very 
fact of their existence will enable him to work better and 
with greater pleasure. Noone knows how many men fall 
by the way in every profession and in every avocation, 
struck down, not by hard work, but by anxiety ; and of all 
anxiety the most common, and, perhaps, the most distress- 
ing, is pecuniary anxiety. Many a man whose health 
is beginning to fail might recever, even without the aid 
of medicine, did he not fear the result of the supposed 
impending illness, Butif he knew that he had a secure 
refuge against the alarm by the aid of the funds of such a 
society as this, to which he had helped to contribute, he 
might possibly escape the mischief simply by the frame of 
mind in which he contemplated it. I am satistied, also, 
that to subscribe to this society would have another benefi- 
cial effect. It would induce habits of thrift and economy 
throughout the man’s life. Many men refuse to make 
small savings in an humble position in lite because they say 
“ What is the use of it? The utmost amount that we can 
save is so trifling that it will produce no beneficial effect 
either for ourselves or those we leave behind us." Bat whea 
& man sees that by means of societies like this, if I 
may so call them, of mutual assurance, however small the 
sum, it accumulates by the advent of numbers, who con- 
tribate other small sume, producing a large total, sufficient 
for the average wants of its members, he teels that in mak- 
ing small savings he is doing good to himself at the same 
time that he is producing benefit to others. Of course, we 
all remember that ia times gone by it was said by the great- 
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-est man who probably was ever a member of our profession— 
I mean, Lord Bacon—that misfortune is often but another 
word for imprudence; and that is quite as true now 
as it was three centuries ago. But many a man in 
times past had an excuse for imprudence; but that ex- 
euse no longer exists. Then he had no means of in- 
vesting small sums, they would produce nothing to him, 
and the utmost he could hope was that he might save 
them from the robbery of those who knew he had 
formed the accumulation which he was then compelled to 
‘keep in his own personal custody. In fact, small accumu- 
lations in hard cash often produce greater anxiety than 
satisfaction er pleasure. Now, however, in a society like 
this, the means exist of investing safely and profitably the 
smallest sums, and he knows they will be in a position of 
security, forthcoming when they may be wanted. In 
every point of view, it appears to me, that those who are 
‘the primary objects of tae society have every reason to 
be thankfal to those few energetic men who established 
this society forty-four or forty-five years ago. No doubt, 
also, judging from the report, the society is fairly pros- 
perous. But I should not like the managers of it to rely 
- too much on this seeming prosperity, because [ know, from 
some experience of friendly and benefit societies, that the 
period of trial for this society is about arriving. It is now 
approaching its half-century, and, as a society gets older, 
the number of persons likely to come on the superannua- 
tion funds must be expected rapidly to increase. The 
society is now entering upon what I may call its period of 
trial. Up to the time when the members become aged the 
reserve fund increases, but the test will be a few years 
hence when the greater proportion of its members who are 
likely to come for superannuation allowances shall be in 
receipt of them. Then, and not until then, shall we be able 
to say with certainty that the finances of the society are 
ina prosperous condition. However, so far as the accounts 
are presented to you to-day, they appear to show a sound 
state of finance, and I congratulate the society upon it. 
I will now say a word or two on another object of the 
society, and that is the charitable fand. This society is 
not restricted to a mere benefit society or benefit club. 
There is a fund set apart for the relief of those who have 
been so careless or so improvident as not to beeome mem- 
bers of it; and the fund for this purpose, although, of 
course, compared with the other funds of the society, it is 
smal], is nevertheless considerable having regard to the 
object, and I see it is applied to the relief of very many 
persons in the course of the year. This part of the funds 
s directed to pure charity. I am not an advocate for 
indiscriminate charity. I should sce no mischief and no 
harm in saying to Jaw clerks who have been able to sub- 
scribe to this society for years when they were in receipt 
of fair and constant incomes, ‘ We will not relieve you 
now that you have fallen into sickness and poverty as you 
have not contributed one farthing to our funds.” Bat, at 
the same time,I admit it is a liberal, kind, and bene- 
volent view to say that, out of the surplus funds of the 
society, you tender the hand of brotherhood and good 
feeling even to those men, and say, ‘‘ However lax you 
have been in former days we will still help, as far as our 
means allow; we will assist you in tiding over your pre- 
sent difficulties, and hope, when you are again reinstated 
in continuous employment, you will not forget the society 
which has helped you in your distress.” Gentlemen, I think 
I have said enough to convince you, if you are not already 
convinced (as I believe all of you are), of the ueefulness 
and success of this society, and I am sure you will 
heartily join in wishing it continued prosperity. 

The Loxp Cuter Justice, in proposing the health of the 
chairman, sid :—Master of the Rolls and Gentlemen, I have 
come here to-day for a twofold purpose. First, to show my 
constant and unvarying interest in this society; and next 
to evidence the great respect and admiration which I feel 
for the geutleman who fills the chair on this occasion. 
When 1 heard that the Master of the Rolls was to 
preside here, I said to myself, “ If I am well enough to 
attend, I will make a point of being present.” The estima- 
tion in which I hold Sir George Jessel, as a man, a gentle- 
man, and as one of the most distinguished lawyers and 
jadges who adorn the bench, I feel 1 cannot give full and 
free expression to in his presence. But I must say that I 
‘think, as one who takes a great interest in this association, 
that we have been extremely fortunate in having such a 





chairman. Not only has his name had the effect of gather. 
ing the large assemblage which I see here to-day, but he 
has, by the grace of his elocution, made the evening pass 

leasantly and charmingly to us all. I am sure that he 

eels, as we all do, a very deep interest in this society. If I 
may be permitted to pass for a moment from the toast of 
the health of the chairman, which I propose, I may say that I 
have heard with satisfaction and great pleasure the obser- 
vations of Mr. Lanyon as to the mode in which the useful- 
ness of this society and its means and power might be 
increased. He suggested that constant pressure should be 
put on all members of the profession te increase your 
financial power, and means of doing good as a society. But 
there is one thing which I hoped he would add, and as he did 
not, perhaps you will permit me to do so, namely, that it is 
not the subscriptions of patrons and others to which 
this society ought to owe its prosperity, but the subscrip- 
tions of men whom the society may hereafter be called upon 
toassist. I look upon every branch of the great and honour- 
able profession to which it is my pride to belong as composed 
of men deserving respect, but above all who deserve re- 
spect because they respect themselves, and should desire 
that those of them whose means of existence are more or 
less precarious, and who may, in the chances and vicissi- 
tudes of this life, be glad to take advantage of such a 
society, should not feel that they are sacrificing their in- 
dependence as men in doing so; but that they should 
be able to say to themselves that whilst they have re- 
course to the funds of this institution to support them 
and their families, or their widows in time of need, they 
are doing so by moneys which they have themselves con. 
tributed, and in profiting by which they sacrifice nothing 
of their independence, Whilst, therefore, I quite agree 
that every one of us should do his best to promote the 
pecnniary interests of the society by urging our friends 
and our compeers to assist by contributions to its funds, 
and so increase its means of benevoleuce, we should say 
to every man who may in time to come need its assistance, 
“ Make haste to contribute to it whilst you can, because 
by that means you will entitle yourself to its benefits.” I[ 
ask you all heartily to drink the toast from your sense of 
the merits of the judge and of the man, from your admira- 
tion of his independent position as a member of the judicial 
bench ; for that marvellous, almost intuitive, power of per- 
ception which he possesses; for his great reasoning 
faculties, as well as vast knowledge of the law which he 
has to administer, which make him a judge who will be an 
ornament to the bench, I hope, for years, to whom posterity 
will look back with reverence, whose judgments will bs 
acted upou hereafter as those of a judge never surpassed 
in ability and power, and who has come forward to-day to 
promote the interests of this society, and added so much to 
the harmony and happiness of the evening. 

The Master or THE Roiis.—There are some tasks which 
Iam fain to admit are beyond my powers, and amongst 
them is the task of adequately responding to you, my Lord 
Chief Justice, for the manner in which you have proposed, 
and to you, gentlemen, for the manner in which you have 
received, the toast. I only wish I deserved one tithe of 
the praises which the Lord Chief Jnstice has lavished 
upon me. I may, perhaps, fairly attribute another tithe 
to that of which I am well aware—bhis personal friendship 
for me. But how can I account for the remaining eight- 
tenths? I am bound w say I can only account for them 
by the knowledge that a great orator and master of 
rhetoric is compelled to adorn with all the richness of 
language of which he is so great a master every subject 
he takes in hand. Nihil tetigit quod non ornavit applies 
to every subject which he thinks worthy of his tongue; 
amongst them, the toast which he has proposed. But in 
one respect I think he has not exaggerated, and that is, 
the deep interest which I take, not only in your society, 
but in everything connected with the great profession to 
which I have the honour to belong. You will, perhaps, 
forgive me for saying that I entirely and heartily concur 
with those sentiments which he has uttered having re- 
ference to the law clerks themselves. Evil will be the day 
when this society finds itself in the main supported, not by 
thelawclerks, but by the judges, the bar, and the solicitors. 
It will then be degraded and changed in its character, 
from that of a society to which any law clerk may be 
proud to belong, toa mere ordinary charity. A man will 
then receive ite benefits in sickness, and its pension in old 
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age, not as the fair reward of self-sacrificing economy in 

youth and middle age, but as the’ dole dealt out to him by 
the benevolent, earned by no merit, and deserved by no 
sacrifice on his part. I hope that day will never arrive; 
and that we shall find in the future as we have in the 
past that the society is really in the main a self-supporting 
benevolent society, and I trust that it will continue in fall 
prosperity for all time to come. 

The Hon. A. THEsicER, Q.C., having proposed ‘ The 
Beneh, the Bar, and the Legal Profession,” 

The Lorp Cuter Jvusticz, in response, said everything as 
regarded the well-being of society depended upon the con- 
fidence entertained in the administration of justice and in 
the integrity, honour, and ability of the judges. After 
twenty years’ experience of judicial life, having watched 
it with a scrutinizing eye, he could bear witness to the 
lofty honour of the bar of England. There never was a 
time when the business of the profession was conducted 
with greater satisfaction. With a paramount sense of 
honour, the profession sought to promote the interests of 
their clients without the sacrifice of the great and immut- 
able principles of trath and justice. 

Contributions amounting to £500 were announced by 
Mr. Harry G. Rogers (the secretary), and several other 
toasts followed. 








General Correspondence. 


Summons FoR JUDGMENT UNDER Opp. 14, R. 1. 
[Zo the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.]} 

Sir,—On applying to Master Unthank at Judges’ Chambers 
for an order under the above rule, he made the order, but 
directed it ‘‘ not to be acted upon for a week.” Is there any 
authority for his so doing ? Surely, when a debt is ad- 
mitted to be due and owing, there should be some legal 
justification for granting time? In many cases it would 
simply be the cause of the debt being wholly lost. Pre- 
cisely similar orders were being made by Master Unthank in 
several other cases. MANAGING CLERK. 





ADVERTISEMENTS. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal. } 

Sir,—The inclosed printed advertisements have been cut 
out of the South London Press and Exchange and Mart, weekly 
publications. Some notice should be taken of them by 
your journal with a view to urge the Incorporated Law 
Society or the Legal Practitioners’ Society to take action 
to prevent the constant encroachments by accountants and 
others on the rights of the legal profession, particularly 
as the younger practitioners can ill afford, nowadays, to 
have their rights interfered with. A SUBSCRIBER. 

City, May 27. 


[The following are the advertisements referred to :— 


ALLin DEBT or REQUIRING LEGAL ASSISTANCE. — Messrs. Baucer, 
of 6, Wellington-street, W.C., obrain immediate release from debt 
without bankruptcy, publicity, or Pp busin If served 
with writ or summons call at ence. All courts attended. Consuita- 
tions free.—" Exchange and Mart,” 


TRADESMEN and others in DEBT or DIFFICULTIES shonid consult 
Mr. Swainson, of No. 1, Guildhali-chambers, Basinghall-street, Lon- 
Jon, who obtaine for embarrassed debtors, residing in town or country, 
immediate protection of person and property, without bankruptcy, 
suspension of business, or publicity, and entire release from ali debis, 
Divorce and probate cases conducted. Bills of Sale prepared. Charges 
payable by instalments, Loans negotiated, 


NO MORE LAW COSTS.—Make your own bargain.—Traders and 
Others in difficulties can obtain immediate relief by applying at once to 
**The Working Man's Legal and Equitable Claim and Defence As- 
sociation,” 

Advice may be obtained on all legal matters on receipt of a written 
statement of case with 31 postage stampa, 

Creditors arranged with without publicity, bankruptcy, or suspension 
or sale of business, 

Actions brought or defended for an agreed amount. 

Cnaatrs Bosanquar, 
49, Museum-street, Oxford-atreet, W.0.— ‘South London Press.’’} 











Appotntuents, Ete. 


Mr. Epwarp SamvE. Bicno3p, solicitor, of Norwich, has 
been appointed Deputy-Coroner for the Liberties of the 
Dean and Chapter of Norwich. Mr. Bignold was admitted 
a solicitor in 1844, and is also coroner for the city of Nor- 
wich, and the county of the same city. 

Mr. Samuet Bruce Briixies, solicitor, of Cheltenham, 
has been appointed a Commissioner to administer Oaths in 
the Supreme Court of Judicature. 


Mr. THomas Parkinson Brown, solicitor, has been 
elected Clerk to the Skipton Board of Guardians, in the 
place of his father, the late Mr. Thomas Brown, whom he 
had already succeeded in the office of coroner for the Craven 
district of Yorkshire. 


Mr. Freperick WiLi1AM Povucrt CLEvERTON, solicitor, of 
Plymouth and Saltash, has been elected Clerk to the Saltash 
School Board. Mr. Cleverton was admitted a solicitor in 
1839, and is also clerk of the peace, town clerk, and clerk 
to the borough magistrates at Saltash ; also clerk to the 
Plympton and St. Germans Unions, and St. Germans High- 
way Board. 


Mr. Txomas Corns, solicitor, of Penzance, has been 
appointed Registrar of the Penzance County Court (Circuit 
No. 59), in the place of the late Mr. Walter Borlase. Mr. 
Cornish is also cierk to the county and borough magistrates. 
to the depuiy-lieutenants, and to the Penzance and 
Camborne Highway Boards, the Gutral School Board, and 
is town clerk of Marazion. He was admitted a - solicitor 
in 1851, and is in partnership with Mr. Edward Hearle 
Rodd, the town clerk of Penzance and clerk of the 
Guardians of the Penzance Union. 

Mr. AtFreD E. Corp, of Essex-street, Strand, has been 
appointed a Commissioner to administer Oaths in the 
Supreme Court of Judicature. 

Mr. Cartes Kirk Eppowes, solicitor, of Derby and 
Loughborough, has been elected Clerk to the Commis- 
sioners of Land Tax for the Morleston and Litchwich 
Division of Derbyshire, in succession to the late Mr. John 
James Simpson, of Derby. Mr. Eddowes was admitted a 
solicitor in 1855, and is also clerk to the Commissioners 
of Income-tax for the same division. 

Mr. Writs Harper, of Liverpool, solicitor, has been ap- 
pointed Clerk to the Local Board of Lower Bebington, 
Cheshire. 

Mr. Epwin Jackman, solicitor, has been unanimously 
elected to the Town Clerkship for the Borough of Lyming- 
ton, vacant by the resignation of his partner, Mr. Edward 
Horatio Moore. Mr. Jackman was admitted a solicitor in 
1870, is clerk to the Guardians of the Poor of the Lyming- 
ton Union, deputy-superintendent-registrar for the Lyming- 
ton district, and clerk (jointly with Mr. Moore) to the 
Commissioners of Taxes tor the division of New Forest 
East. 

Mr. Huca Owen, jun., barrister-at-law, has been ap- 
pointed an Assistant-Secretary to the Local Government 
Board. Mr. Owen is the son of Mr. Hugh Owen, many 
years chief clerk to the Poor Law Board, and has for some 
time held the office of examiner of costs and charges under 
the Municipal Corporations (Borough Funds) Act. He was 
called to the barat the Middle Temple in Trinity Term, 
1862. 

Mr. Sypney Ratcitrrs Pottarp, solicitor, of 11, Little 
Queen-street, Westminster, has been appointed a Com- 
missioner for taking Affidavits in the Stannaries Courts of 
Devonshire and Cornwall, and also a Commissioner for tak- 
ing Acknowledgments by Married Women for the State of 
Pennsylvania. 

Mr. Epwarp Powstt, solicitor, of Newtown, has been 
appointed a Commissioner to administer Oaths in the 
Supreme Court of Judicature, 





A correspondent says|that a writer ina leading Scotch paper 
recently remarked that if ord. 11, r 1, with referenee to 
service of English writs in Scotland, remained in its present 
form, the Battle of Baunockburn had, in the writer’s opinion, 
been fought in vain. 








612 THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL. 


June 3, 1876, 








Zeqal News. 


At half-past ten on Saturday morning, the 27th ult, 
Vice-Chancellor Malins took his seat in court. Thera was 
only one Queen’s Counsel present and afew juniors. The 
first case was called, and no one pe rece ; subsequently 
the second and third, and soon through the paper, but in none 
of the cases were all the counsel engaged present. The 
learned judge isstated to have risen and left the court at 
three minutes after the half-hour. A sitting in the 

~Common Pleas Division had been appointed for the trial of com- 
mon jory causes, and counsel, solicitors, and witnesses were in 
attendance ready to proceed. No judge, however, appeared, and 
after a short delay the court was adjourned. Not long after- 
wards a judge arrived, but the parties had dispersed. 


Many who are interested in the preservation of Epping 
Forest, says the Daily News, will be sorry to hear of the un- 
expected death of Mr. George Mickelwright, a gentleman in 
the office of the solicitors to the Commons Preservation So- 
ciety, who has played an active and important part in the 
long contest for that open space. To an unusual ability in 
obtaining and analyzing local information, Mr. Mickelwright 
united untiring energy and a warm interest in his work. 
His acquaintance with the forest and its inhabitants was 
most extensive, and he rendered conspicuous service both in 
ascertaining the usages of the district and in organizing and 
giving effect to the system of watching maintained by the 
Corporation, which has prevented the devastation of the 
forest by petty depredators pending the settlement of more 
important questions. Nor is it in connection with Epping 
Forest alone that Mr. Mickelwright’s name is known. In 
1866 he headed the now histerical band of labourers who 
removed Earl Brownlow’s fences on Berkhamstead-common. 
He was actively concerned in the legal proceedings which fol- 
lowed, and in those relating to Hampstead-heath, Plumstead- 
common, and Wimbledon-common ; in fact, he has been in- 
timately (snd always usefully) associated in nearly all the 
efforts made within recent years to hp open spaces. 
Those who knew him will regret that he was not suffered to 
see the crowning result of his labours in the establishment 
of a scheme for the permanent maintenance and regulation 
of Epping Forest. He died on Saturday evening, after a 
short attack of inflammation of the lungs, supervening upon 
other illness, at the age of fifty-nine. 


Several changes, says the Times, are impending in the ar- 
rangements of the Patent Office. An order has just appeared 
which puts an end to the abridgments of provisional specifica- 
tions which have since 1866 been required from each appli- 
cant with his provisional specification. This will be a slight 
relief to inventors, and it is only an official acknowledgment 
of a fact that has long been obvious to all concerned, that 
these so-called abridgments were quite useless for any pur- 
pose whatever. This order isto take effect on the 1st of July 
next. Notice is also given that in future the drawings ac- 
companying specifications will be reproduced by photo- 
lithography, and the copies of the originals filed for the 
purpose of reproduction are, after the 30th of June, to be sent 
in in svch a condition that they may be copied by means of 
photography. It is understood that it is intended to make 
@ considerable reduction in the scale on which the drawings 
are published, with the object of economizing space and 
lessening the cost of printing. In order to give time for 
the examination of the filed drawings, the Commissioners of 
Patents request that they may be sent in at least six days 
before the expiration of the time allowed, thus limiting by 
a week the six months’ provisicnal protection granted under 
the Act of 1852. It is likely that further changes will be 
made in the constitution of the office in pursuance of s report 
prepared by the Master of the Rolls and the permanent sec- 
retary to the Treasury, and that such changes will be in 
the direction of limiting the facilities hitherto enjoyed by 
the public in connection with the Patent Office Library and 
the issue of official publications. A proposal has been made 
that, should a national Library of Science be formed at 
South Kensington, the Patent Office Library should be 
incorporated therewith, but no definite conclusion on this 
point has been arrived at. 











Legislation of the Week. 


HOUSE OF LORDS. 
May 26.—Trave Union Act, 1871, AMENDMENT. 

Lord ABERDARE, in moving the second reading of this 
Bill, said that, besides minor clauses, it contained two 
clauses of considerable importance. One of these was to 
facilitate the appointment of new trustees for Friendly 
Societies in case existing trustees became unfitted for the 
trasteeship ; the other, to amend the law which required 
that a prosecution for fraud on a friendly society must be 
carried on in the place where the society was registered. 
There were certain amendments which it was thought de- 
sirable to introduce in the Bill as it now stood, and, with 
the view of having those printed, he would move on a future 
day that the Bill be committed pro forma.—The Bill was 
read a second time. 
Locat GovERNMENT Provistonat Orpers, Brairon Ferry, 

&c. (No. 4). 
This Bill passed through committee. 


Loca GovERNMENT ProvisionaL OrpERS, SKELMERSDALE 
(No. 5). 
This Bill passed through committee. 
Partition Act, 1868, AMENDMENT. 
This Bill was read a third time and passed. 


Srature Law Revision (Susstirurep ENAcTMENTS). 
This Bill was read a third time and passed. 


Prer AND Harzpour Orpers ConrirMATION (ALDBOROUGH, 


c.). 
This Bill was read a third time and passed. 


May 29.—Inns or Court. 
This Bill was read a third time and passed. 


Generat Scuoor or Law. 
This Bill was read a third time and passed. 


Union or BENEFICEs. 
The select committee on this Bill was named. 


Gas anD Water Orpers ConrirMaTION (CHAPEL-EN-LE= 
Friru, &c.). 
This Bill passed through committee. 


Treasury So.iciror. . 
This Bill was read a second time. 


Trave Union Act, 1871, AMENDMENT. 
This Bill was passed through committee pro forma, for 
the purpose of amendments being printed. 


Locat GovERNMENT Provistonat Orpers, Briton Ferry, 
&c. (No. 4). 
This Bill was read a third time and passed. 


Locat GoverNMENT Provisionat Ornvers, SKELMERSDALE, 
(No. 5). 
This Bill was read a third time and passed. 


Mercuant SHIPrina. 
This Bill was read a first time. 
Consouipatep Funp (£11,000,000). 
This Bill was read a first time. 


Customs AND INLAND REVENUE. 
This Bill was read a first time. 


May 30.—Customs anp INLAND ReveNvE. 
This Bill was read a second time, and Standing Orders 
No. 37 and 38 having been suspended, it was carried 
throught its remaining stages, and passed. 


Consotipatep Funp (£11,000,000). 
This Bill was read a second time, carried through its 
remaining stages, and passed. 
Satmon Fisuerizs. 
This Bill was read a second time. 


Treasury Soricrror. 
This Bill passed through committee. 


June 1.—Banxruprcy. 

The Lorp CHaNcELtor, in introducing a Bill on this sub- 
ject explained that he desired to preserve the principle of the 
Act of 1869, believing it to be good and wholesome, and 
that the evils arose ) Bad the defective manner in which it 
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was carried out. The first improvement, he continued, we 
propose to make in the present system is this:—This system 
on the one hand affords an inducement to creditors, and 
especially to creditors who are inflamed by temper, to ,make 
persons bankrupt who have been guilty of no misconduct, 
and whose trading has been perfectly bona fide. On the 
other hand, it offers an inducement to debtors who have 
misconducted th Ives and incurred debts without a 
reasonable prospect of being able to pay them to run a 
race with them, and force them to a composition, which is 
agreed to, or apparently agreed to, by a majority of the 
creditors. We pro that in all cases of liquidation, 
whether the person initiating the proceedings is a creditor 
or is the debtor, that application should be made to ono 
and the same court for what I shall term, in the first instance, 
liquidation. Security will be taken that the application shall 
be in the court of a district where the debtor is known and 
where his creditors are to be found. There is no such 
security now. We propose that the court should 
have power to make a liquidation order, the immediate 
effect of which would be that the debtor would be calied 
upon to furnish a list of his creditors, Then a provisional 
committee would be formed to act until the first general 
meeting of the creditors. We propose that at the general 
meeting of the creditors a, committee of inspection should 
be appointed for the purpose of investigating the affairs of 
the debtor, and that the investigation should be held as 
soon as possible. At the second meeting of creditors it 
would be for an adequate majority of the creditors to decide 
whether they would discharge the debtor or make him a 
bankrupt. Any proposal for a composition must be made 
with the knowledge of the committee of inspection ; and in 
the adoption of such a proposal, not only will a majority of 
the creditors be requisite, but the rights of the minority will 
be protected. e propose that the trustee shall be 
appointed, not by the creditors at large, but by the committee 
of inspection, and that he shall hold office at the pleasure 
and under the inspection of that committee at a maximum 
scale of rem uneration. The use of proxies will be permitted, 
but if a trustee should use them for his own interest the 
court will have a right to deprive him of his trusteeship. 
We propose, further, that all accounts in bankruptcy and 
in liquidation shall be audited, and that in all cases, whether 
the bankruptcy or the liquidation be closed or not, the whole 
of the property remaining in the hands of the trustees shall at 
the end of two years be paid into court, so that there may be 
every inducement to the trustees to close each case, where it 
is possible, within two years. There are various minor pro- 
visions in the Bill to which I need not at this moment re- 
fer; but I may be allowed to say that the measure proposes 
to repeal the Act of 1869, so that the Bill may be complete 
in itself, containing the entire law on the subject with which 
it deals. If the Bill receives your lordships’ sanction, I pro- 
pore to introduce a Bill making corresponding alterations in 
the Debtors Act, 1869.—The Bill was read a first time. 


Travg Union Act AMENDMENT. 
This Bill psssed through committee. 





Tramways Orvers (Bristot, &c.). 
This Bill passed through committee. 


Oyster AND Musset Fisuerres ORDER CONFIRMATION. 
This Bill passed through committee. 


Satmon FisHERIgs. 
This Bill passed through committee. 


Gas anp Water Orpers ConrirMaTion (CHAPEL-EN-LE- 
Fair, &c.). 
This Bill was read a third time and passed. 


Treasury Soriciror. 
This Bill was read a third time and passed. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
May 25.—Cusroms anp Intanp Revenve. 

The House went into committee on this Bill. 

Clause 2 was agreed to, 

Clause 3 was expunged, and clauses 4 and 5 were added 
to the Bill. 

On olause 6, relating to the income-tax, Mr. K. 
Hopason rose to move an amendment of which he had 
given notice, viz., in page 2, line 38, to leave out “ three- 


‘ 





pence ”’ and insert “ twopence-halfpenny.”—On a division. 
the amendment was rejected by 227 to 142.—The clause 
was then agreed to, as was also clause 7. 

On clause 8 Mr. Husparp moved an amendment against 
partial exemptions.—The amendment was withdrawn. 

Clause 9 was negatived. 

Clauses 10 to 13. were agreed to. 

The CHANCELLOR OF THE ExCHEQUER proposed a new 
clause, altering the duties on licences to retail wine for 
consumption on the premises.—The clause was agreed to, 

Mr. Barctay moved a new clause, providing that guns 
used by farmers or persons employed by them exclusively 
for the protection of their crops should-be exempted from 
licence duty.—On a division the clause was rejected by 
186 to 44, 

Commons. 

On the motion for going into committee on this Bill, Mr. 
Fawcett moved ‘ That, in the opinion of this House, this 
Bill does not give adequate protection to the interests of 
the rural labourers, and does not provide proper securities 
against the inclosure of those commons which it is desir- 
able to preserve in their uninclosed condition for the use 
and enjoyment of the people.”—On a division the amend- 
ment was rejected by 234 to 98. 

The House then went into committee, but progress was 
reported. 


May 26.—Cvustroms anp IntAND REVENUE. 
This Bill, as amended, was considered, and the amend- 
ments were agreed to. 


Mercuant SuHIprine. 
This Bill was read a third time. 


CLERK OF THE PEACE AND OF THE Crown (IRELAND). 
The Soricrror-GENeRAL FoR IRELAND moved the second 
reading of this Bill, but the debate-was adjourned. 


Kinestown Harsovr. 
This Bill passed through committee. 


Locat Licut Durs. 
Mr. Syxes obtained leave to bring in a Bill to authorize - 
the reduction of local light dues. 


Gun Licences. 
Sir A. Gorpon obtained leave to bring in a Bill to 
amend the Gun Licence Act, 1870. 


May 29.—Cvustoms AnD InLanD Revenvg. 
This Bill was read a third time and passed. 


Commons. 

The House wentinto committee on this Bill. 

The preamble was postponed. 

On clause 1, Mr. Cowrsr-TEMPLE moved the insertion 
of words at the end of the clause to the effect that after the 
passing of the Act the commissioners should entertain 
no application for the inclosure of any common, and were at 
liberty, notwithstanding the existence of any Act to the con- 
trary, to institute proceedings with a view to the regulation 
of any common.—On a division the amendment was 
rejected by 203 to 66.—Mr. Fawcett moved to insert the 
jaivelae words after ‘‘effect”:—‘‘ Unless they are of 
opinion that such application will be for the benefit of the 
neighbourhood.”—The amendment was negatived.—Mr. 
Suaw LEFEVRE moved the insertion of the following words: 
—‘* From and after the passing of this Act any inclesure 
of a common, town green, or village green existing at the 
time of the passing of this Act, or of any part thereof, shall 
be po mp a sanctioned by Parliament under the 
provisions of this Act.”— On a division the amendment was 
rejected by 206 to 82. 


Srrnrreip Prison (Dust). 
This Bill was read a second time. 


Juries Procepure (IRgLanp). 
This Bill wae read a second time. 


May 30.—County RepressnTATION. 

Mr. TREVELYAN moved ‘ That in the opinion of this 
House it would be desirable to adopt a uniform parliamen- 
tary franchise for borough and county constituencies,”—On 
a division the motion was rejected by 264 to 165. 


Pvustic Hearts (IRsLanp). 
Sir M. Hicxs-Bxaca introduced a Bill for consolidating 
and amending the Acts relating to public health in Ireland, 
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Zaw Students’ Sourmal. 


INCORPORATED LAW SOCIETY. 
Equity CLassEs. 

The classes following Mr. Dickinson’s last lecture will be 
held on Monday and Tuesday, the 12th and 13th of June, 
instead of Tuesday and. Wednesday, the 6th and 7th of 
June, as previously arranged. 

May 30. E. W. Witiamson, Secretary. 








THE OFFICIAL REFEREES. 


In the debate on the vote for the salaries of these officers 
on Friday, the 26th ult., the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
read the following letter from the Lord Chancellor :— 


** March 14, 1876. 

‘* My dear Chancellor of the Exchequer,—As some ques- 
tion has been raised as to the official referees under the 
Judicature Act, I think it better to inform you of the cir- 
cumstances connected with their appointment. 

** According to the statute, the number, qualifications, 
and tenure of office of the referees are to be determined by the 
presidents of the divisions of the High Court of Justice with 
the sanction of the Treasury. The appointments of referees 
are te be made by the Lord Chancellor. 

_* Acting under the statute, the presidents of divisions, 
with the consent of the Treasury, determined that there 
should be four referees; that they should be barristers or 
solicitors of ten years’ standing ; and that they should hold 
their offices during good behaviour, subject to removal by 
the Lord Chancellor, with the concurrence of the other pre- 
sidents of divisions, or any two of them, for inability or 
misbehaviour. 

‘The first of the four referees appointed by me was Mr. 
Anderson, Q.C., a gentleman of long standing, high repu- 
tation, and considerable practice at the bar. I found that 
he had, before I came into office, accepted the post of ex- 
aminer of the Court of Chancery on an expectation held out 
to him that he would be appointed an official referee. By 
this arrangement I was in no way bound, but I considered it 
so advantageous to the public service that I had no hesita- 
tion in confirming it. 

‘With regard to the other three referees, I requested 
the chiefs of the three common law divisions (inasmuch 
as I was myself less ucquainted than they must be with 
the qualifications of gentlemen practising at the common 
law bar) to favour me each with the names of three 
gentlemen whom they would consider well qualified to fill, 
and who would be likely to accept, these offices. I have 
their permission to state what was the result. I did not 
receive from the Lord Chief Justice of England any recom- 
mendation. Lord Coleridge and the Lord Chief Baron were 
so good as to furnish me each with three names. I selected 
the first two names upon Lord Coleridge's list. One of them 
was Mr. Dowdeswell, Q.C., a gentleman whom I did not 
know personally, but who had been so highly recommended 
to me on former occasions that about a year since I offered 
him a county court judgeship, which he then refused. The 
other was Mr. Roupell, who was well known to me at the bar, 
and whom I believe to be in every way fit for the office. 
The fourth referee whom I appointed, Mr. Verey, stood 
first on the list of the Lord Chief Baron. He was not 
known to me personally, but I had in addition to the strong 
Opinion of the Lord Chief Baron very marked concurrent 
testimony in his favour, and I believe him to be perfectly 
well ualified for the office. 

*I should have been glad if the official referees could 
have entered upon their new duties without a public discus- 
sion as to their qualifications, which cannot, I fear, have 
otherwise than a prejadicial effect. 

_“T have not referred to the details which I have given 
with any intention of placing the ibility for the ap- 
pointments eleewhere than on myself, The responsibility 
is mine alone, and I am perfectly satisfied that all the 

itlemen appointed are fully qualified to discharge ‘the 

ties of their offices—I am, yours faithfully, 

i k “ CAIRNS. 

The Right Hon. Sir Stafford H. Northcote, 

Bart., M.P.” 





The Attorney-General read the following letter from 
one of the most eminent firms of solicitors in the metro- 
polis (Messrs. Clabon & Fearon). They said :— 


‘*My dear Attorney-General,—We venture, in reference 
to the threatened attack on Mr. H. W. Verey as official 
referee, to make the following statement. We write as an 
act of justice to Mr. Verey, and without his knowledge. 
We have known Mr. Verey throughout his professional 
career, He graduated at Trinity College, Cambridge, in 
honours. He was articled to Messrs. Crowther & Co. for 
three years, and served with them for that period, seeing 
much of their practice. You are aware that they stand 
in the first class of City solicitors. He afterwards went to 
the bar, and we have constantly had the benefit of his ser- 
vices, and have found him to do his work with great 
ability. He is able and energetic, as well as quiet and 
olear-minded. 





THE ROLLS COURT. 


On Friday, the 26th ult., in the House of Lords, Lord 
Selborne said it would be in the recollection of their 
lordships that his noble and learned friend on the woolsack, 
when explaining to the House the arrangements connected’ 
with the Court of Appeal, stated that the heads of the 
other courts, including the Master of the Rolls, might be 
relied on during a considerable part of the year without the 
inconvenient interruption of the other business of the courts. 
Accordingly, he had seen in the present year that the 
judges, including the Master of the Rolls, had been sitting 
in the Court of Appeal, but from some statements which had 
been made in public there appeared to be an impression that 
the result was likely to be an inconvenient interruption of 
the business of the eourt by withdrawing the Master of the 
Rolls from it in a manner perfectly unusual. He bad reason 
to believe that this impression was founded on a misconeep- 
tion, and therefore he wished to ask his noble and learned 
friend on the woolsack whether the time devoted by the 
Master of the Rolls to the business of the Court of Appeal 
during the present sittings will have the effect of preventin 

his lordship from sitting for as many days as has been usu 

in the Rolls Court.—The Lord Chancellor was very glad 
his noble and learned friend had put this question, because 
it enabled him to correct what he believed to be a miscon- 
ception with regard to the constitution of the Appeal Court, 
so far as the Master of the Rolls was concerned. It was the 
fact that the Master of the Rolls had given a considerable 
portion of his time to the business of the Appeal Court at 
Westminster with great advantage to the public interests ; 
but as to the effect that would have on the ordinary sittings 
of the Rolls Court he would place before their lordships a 
few figures with reference to the sittings of that court before 
the Judicature Act and the present position of matters. 
Before the Judicature Act passed the average sittings every 
year of the Rolls Court extended over twenty-eight weeks, 
and with six days in exch week that gives 168 days, sup- 
posing the court sat every day while the sittings continued. 
Accordingly, he found that during the twelve years Lord 
Romilly was Master of the Rolls up to 1872, allowing for the 
casualties that would happen every year, he sat on an aver- 
age during each of those twelve years 166 days. In 1872-8, 
during part of which Lord Romilly was assisted by the late 
Lord Chancellor, the sittings at the Rolls numbered 168 
days. In 1873-4 the present Master of the Kolls sat 175 
days, and in 1874-5 170 days. That was the state of things 
up to the passing of the Judicature Act—the maximum of 
the sittings ranged from 168 to 175. By the Judicature 
Act the sittings of the Chancery Division had been very 
much extended. Instead of twenty-eight weeks they had 
now become thirty-four weeks—an addition of six weeks, 
so that instead of sittings on 168 days they had now 
no less than 204 days—thirty-six days more — for 
the sittings of that court. The Master of the Rolls, he 
found, had sat in the Court of Appeal for twenty-one 
days, and he proposed to sit there in all twenty-five 
days, which, being deducted from the 204 days, gave 
eleven days in excess of what the sittings ever were 
before in the Rolls Court. But that was not — 
whole history of the case. Their lordships wore probably 


aware that the Master of the Rolls was a most efficient 
and diligent judge, and, notwithstanding his sittings in the 
appeal court, the number of causes he had already dis- 
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posed of was so great that the chambers were completely 
occupied, and it would not be desirable to increase the 
sittings at the Rolls beyond the present amount. The 
Master of the Rolls had three chief clerks and a staff of 
gnbordinate clerks, between whom the chamber business 
was divided. The staff in chambers was absolutely 
unable to keep pace with what was done in court, much 
less could they do more than keep pace with it. He 
therefore had no hesitation in saying that the sittings of 
the Master of the Rolls in the Court of Appeal would, not 
only be a great advantage to the public, but would not in 
any way interfere with the normal business of the Kolls 
Court. 


With reference to this ‘ Lex’’ writes to the Times:— 
A late and lamented Vice-Chancellor once told me that the 
demoralizing effect of office was such that a judge of six 
months’ standing was not: to be believed on oath. 1 am 
neither a Vice-Chancellor nor as yet lamented, and I do not 
venture even to think, much less to say, hard things of the 
bench ; but I do experience some moral bewilderment at 
the scene enacted on Friday last between Lord Selborne and 
the Chancellor on this subject. 

The noble and learned lords having convinced themselves 
—not quite accurately, by-the-way—that the Master of the 
Rolls would sit some few days longer than he had heretofore 
done, in the time of the old Court of Chancery, apparently 
think that all ground for complaint is atan end. But was 
at the intention of the Legislature, or the expectation of the 
public, that when it had been enacted that the courts should 
sit for 204 days per annum, one of the most important of 
those courts should be considered to have discharged its duty 
if it sat for about the period for which, prior to the le gisla- 
tive change, courts were accustomed to sit? I think that 
the Laghinters intended—I am ‘sure the public expected— 
that the country was to have the full benefit of these in- 
creased sittings. And there was good reason and ground for 
this intention and expectation, inasmuch as, while the com- 
mon law courts were grievously in arrear, by the altered 
form of procedure in chancery—the introduction of oral 
testimony—it was foreseen that the administration of justice 
in the Chancery Division would move much more slowly. 

Experience has proved that those who anticipated delay 
were correct, Ihave carefully compared the results of the 
sittings of the Rolls Court between the middle of February 
and the middle of March, 1876, and the same period in the 
year 1875, confining myself in the first case to the days 
devoted to ‘‘ witness causes”—i.e., to cases where oral 
testimony is given—and in the latter to the corresponding 
days in the previous year. I find that in 1876, within this 
period, the Rolls Court disposed of less than four cases, while 
in the corresponding period of 1875 more than thirty cases 
were disposed of, and this although one of them happened to 
be a case in which witnesses were cross-examined in court, 
I venture to think that these figures show that merely keep- 
ing the court up to its former average of sittings is not an 
answer to the ‘‘ statements which have been made in 
ocx the misconceptions (?) in which the noble and 
earned lords were so desirous to correct. 

Permit me to add that, so far as the statements of the 
Lord Chancellor affected the Master of the Rolls personally, 
no exception can be taken. That learned judge can give 
his time to no public business from which the public interests 
will not reap great advantage. Itis to be regrettad that 
the staff under him ie inefficient either in capacity or number; 
the Chancellor leaves it uncertain in which direction its 
inability to keep pace with the court rests; but this is an 
evil to be set right either by alteration or increase, as the 
case may require. When the country requires its work to 
be done it is not accustomed to be niggardly in finding the 
means to do it. 
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PUBLIC COMPANIES. 
June 2, 1876. 
Monry MAnrxxr AND City INTRLLIGENCR. 

There has not been any alteration in the Bank rate this 
week, In the foreign market Turkish stocks have been 
favourably affected by the deposition of the Sultan, but 
have {relapsed from the highest point reached about 1 per 
cent. There has not been much business in other stocks, 
the account having occupied the principal attention. Home 
railways are a little lower, but the decline in any shares 








has been very trifling. Consols closed at 933 to 933 ex 
div. for money and account. 





RAILWAY STOCK. 





Railways. 





Stock} Bristol and Exeter 
Stock} Caledoni 

Stock Glasgow and South-Western ......... 
Stock Great Eastern Ordinary Stock 
Stock'Great Northern 
Btock| Do., A Stock*...... 1 
Stock Great Southern and Western of Ireland ...... | 100 ae 
Stock,Great Western—Original.....e.s0...scesoeseesseees) 









































ecn| 100 103 
Stock| Lancashire and Yorkshire .....--s-csecssecsoose 100 127 
Stock) London, Brighton, and South Coast. 100 ill 
Stock! London, Chatham, and Dover.......... | 100 
Stock!London and North-Western . seve} 100 1364 
Stock! London and Soath Western.......cssecseees ssosee| 100 123 
Stock| Manchester, Sheffield, and Lincoln .......0++ 100 62 
Stock, Metropolitan 1s * 
Stock| Do., District 404 
Btock! Midland 127 
Stock{North British Hs 
Stock! North Eastern... 1508 
Stock| North London = 
Stock’ North Staffordshire ...... = 
Stock! South Devon 4 
Stock|South-Eastern ........0.....-seesssssesseceentereseeeses 124 











*A receives no dividend uatil 6 per cent. has been paid to B. 








BIRTHS AND MARRIAGES. 
BIRTH. 

StonE—May 31, at Merle Lodge, St. John’s-park, Ryde, the 

wife of Henry Stone, barrister-at-law, of a daughter. 
MARRIAGES, . 

Barratr—Davis—May 30, at St. James’, Piccadilly, Alfred 
Barratt, Fellow of Brasenose Coll., Oxford, and of Lincoln’s-- 
inn, barrister-at-law, to Mary Dorothea Elizabeth Hart, 
youngest daughter of the late Richard Vaughan Davis, of 
Frognal, Hampstead. 

RsDFERN—ARDILL—May 25, at the British Embassy, Paris, 
Clement Cotterill Redfern, of the Inner Temple, barrister-at- 
law, to Margaret Ann Ardill, eldest daughter of the late 
Robert Ardill, of Wynstay Grove, Fallowfield, near Man- 
chester. 








LONDON GAZETTES. 


Professional Partnerships Dissolved. 
Fripat, May 26, 1876. 

Graham, John, and Trueman Walter Graham, Sunderland, Durham, 
Solicitors. May 18 

Merriman, Josiah John, and Alfred Powell, 1, Sherborne lane, London, 
Solicitors. May 20 

Winding up of Joint Stock Companies. 
Farpay, May 26, 1876. 
Limtrgp in Owancerr. 

Great Australian Gold Mining Company, Limited. —Petision for wind- 
up, presented May 24, directed to be heard before V.C. Hall on June 
2. Peckham and Co, Knightrider st, Doctors’ commons, solicitors 
for the petitioners. 

Tugspay, May 30, 1876. 
UNLIMITED In CHANCERY. 

Orrel Colliery and Fire Brick Company.— Petition for winding up, pre- 
sented May 29, directed to be heard before the M.R. on June 17. 
Lydall, Southampton buildings, Chancery lane, solicitor for the peti- 
tioner, 

Liurrep In CHANcRERY. 

British Farmers’ Pure Linseed Cake Company, Limited.—V.C. Hall 
has, by an order dated May 5, appointed Widliam Parker Barkin 
shaw, Kingston-upon-Hull, to be official liquidator. 

Hanley Hetel Company, Limited.—Petition for wiudiag up, pr 
May 23, directed to be heard before the M.R. on Jane 17. Worth- 
ington and Co, Eastcheap, agents for Bishep, Hanley, solicitor for 
the petitioner. 

Hockley Hall Collieries, Limited.—Creditors are required, on or before 
June 30, te send their names and addresses, and the particalars of 
their debts or claims, to Charles Augustus Harrisou, Waterloo % 
Birmingham. Friday, July 14, at 12, is appointed for hearing a 

adjudicating upon the debts and claims, S 

North Yorkshire Iron Company, Limited.—Petition for winding up, 

mted May 27, directed to be heard before V.C, Hall on Friday 
‘une 16. Bower and Cotton, Chancery lane, solicitors for the peti- 


a 





tioners, 

Percy and Kelly Nickel Cobalt and Chrome [ron Mining Company, 
Limited.— The M.R. has fixed Monday, June 12, at 12, for the ap- 
pointment of an official liquidator. 

STANNARIES OF CORNWALL, 

Wheal Wrey, Ludeoott, and North Trelawny Mining Company, Limited. 
—By an order made by the Vice Warden it was ordered that the 
above company be wound up, Chilcott, Truro, solicitor fur the paii- 
toners 
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Friendly Societies Dissolved. 
Farpay, May 26, 1876. 
Clothiers’ Cutters’ Benefit Society, Bank Tavern, John st, Bristol. 


May 24 
Miners’ Sick Fund Society, White Lion Inn, Longton, Stafford. May 
22 


Progress Tent, No. 337, Branch of the Independent Order of Rechab- 
ites Salford Unity Friendly Society, School Room, Honiton, Devon. 


May 22 
Greditors under 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 35. 
Last Day of Glaim. 
Farway, May 19, 1876. 

Anstruther, Thomas Andrew, Montague square, Esq. Jane 16. Wil- 
liams and Co, Lincoln’s inn fields 

Ashton, Matthew, sen, Sutton-upon-Trent, Nottingham, Gent. July 6. 
Burtons and Scorer, Lincoln 

Briggs, David, Kelstern, Lincoln, Farmer, Aug 8. Allison, Louth 

Brown, George, Gloucester square, Esq. July 20. Freshfields and 
Williams, Bank buildings 

Bruce, Alexander Hervey Blackwood, Point de Galle, Ceylon, Esq. July 
31. Crosse, Lancaster place, Strand 

Crookenden, Henry, Upper Phillimore place, Kensington, Esq. June 30. 
Hellingsworth and Co, East India avenue, Leadenhall st 

Davies, Philip, Resolven, Gloucester, Retired Relieving Officer. July 
13. Cuthbertson and Turberviile, Neath 

Draper, Thomas Baggallay, Reepham, Lincoln, Gent. Aug 8. Allisons, 
Leuth 

Drewery, Thomas, Cleethorpes, Lincoln, Retired Farmer. 
Allisons, Louth 

Doff, Alicia, Foulden rd, Stoke Newington. 
James st, Hedford row 

Dyson, Emily, Watford, Hertford. July 20. Pugh, Watford 

Fletcher, John, Crof, Westmorland, Esq. July 31. Watkins and 
Son, Bolton 

Forbes, Samuel Darley, Portsea, Hants, Water Rent Collector. July 15. 
Besant and Porter, Purtsea 

Fox, Henry, Wellington, Somerset, Merchant. July 31. Howard, O!d 

Lace Manufacturer. July 4, Burton 


Jone 15, 


June 24. Briggs, Great 


Broad s 

Frost, Samuel, Goidsmith st, 
and Co, Nottingham 

Gibbons, John, Liverpool, Baker. June 30. Laces and Co, Liverpool 

Griffith, Henrietta Justina, Pantgwyn, Cardigan, July 1, Ticsharst 
and Sons, Cheltenham 

Hall, William Thomas, Arundel gardens, Notting hill, Major ‘hon rank), 
Junel0. Smith, Warnford court, Throgmorton st 

Hardie, Herbert, Stockport, Cheshire, Esq. July 1. Cuanliffs and Co, 
Manchester 2 

Harwood, John, Over Darwen, Lancashire, Grocer. June 24, Costeker, 
Over Darwen 

Hill, Charies, Bradford, York, Butter Factor. Janel, Crossand Cox, 
Bradtord 

How, Harriet, Liverpoo! rd, Islington. June 20, Oldershaw and Son, 
King’s Arms yard 

Howe, Right Hon George Augustus Frederick Louis, Earl, Gopsall Hall, 
Leicester. Aug. Parkin and Pagdeo, New square, Lincoln’s inn 

Jones, Charlies John, Westmoriand place, City rd, Gent. June 24. 
Mills and Lockyer, Erunswick place, City rd 

Jones, John, Neath, Glamorgan, Tinman. Jaly 15. 
Turbervilie, Neath 

Jones, Mary Ano, Westmorland place, City rd. June 24. Mills and 
Lockyer, Brunswick place, City rd 

Jones, William, Liverpvol, Gent. July 31. Garnett and Co, Liver- 


Cuthbertson and 


pool 

Martin, Emily, Exeter. Jane 15. Laidman, Exeter 

McLaughlin, Elizabeth, Talfourd rd, Camberwell. Child, 
William st, Albert gate 

Meanock, Walter, West Heath, Cheshire, Fustian Cutter. June 3. 
Latham, Congieton 

Minter, Emma, Bristol. Jone 30, Brittan and Co, Bristol 

Moses, Henry, Park square west, Regeat’s park, Esq. July 1. 
Emanoel and Simmonds, Finsbary circus 

Nicholson, Robert, Maidennead, Beras, Grocer. July 16. Chester, 
Newington batis 

Ogle, David, Long Dyke, Felton, Northumberland, Farmer, July 1. 
Tate, Alnwick 

Pest. one Whatley, Somerset, Esq. June 30. Park and Co, Essex 
st, Stran 

Rennison, Robert, Middlesborough, York, Grocer. July 8, Hind- 
marsh, Alnwick 

Robinson, Enoch, Combs, Suffolk, Parmer. Jane 15. Marriott and 
Hayward, Stowmarke: 

Robinson, Jaco Green, Combs, Suffolk, Farmer. June 15, Marriott 
and Hayward, Stowmarket 

Satow, Joachim Theozor, Eldon rd, Hampstead, Merchant. June 24, 
Satow, Mincing lans 

Savage, Charles, Montpelier square, Brompton, Esq. 
Jennings- White and Backton, Whitehall pla:e 

Staines, Francis William, St Leonard’s-on-Sea, Sussex, Esq. June 24, 
Phillips and Cheesman, Hastings 

Stenning, Edward, Strauion Godstone, Surrey. June 20. Stenning, 


ry 

Thompson, James Goram, Great Yarmouth, Nortolk, Gent. July 1. 
Harmer, Great Yarmouth 

Tocker, St Felix Treves Mansell, Bootie, Lancashire, Gent. June 12. 
Brabner and Court, Liverpoot 

Wilson, Wiliam Hayland, Belmont, Hampstead, Tin Bath Manafac- 
turer, July 1. Fraser, Dean st, Soho 

TUeepsy, May 23, 1876, 
Seas, Bete, York terrace, Regent’s park, Esq. Aug 1. Goles, 


Bariow, ¥rancis William, Aldgate, Stationer. Jone 25. Goles, Lime st 
a Pert og bank, Kegent’s park. June 20. Shephard, College 
e hi} , 
Biack, Charies William, Catherine court, Press Agent. Jane24. Hil- 
learys, Fenchurch buildings 
— aero dae er hs oten gr ide 20. Chileott, Traro 
herwn, Joseph Bartholomew, Liverpool,Geat. J 28, b 
and Co, Liverpool . ae ee 


Jane 24. 





June 30, 





Dae. Stephen, Salford, Lancashire, Butcher. June 30}, Marlow, Man- 
chester 


Davidson, Donald McGillivray, Surgeon-Major Army Medical 
sa ne, Mae bean eaten —s Lincoln’s inn 
uff , Alicia, Foulden rd, @ Newington. June 24. B 
James st, Bedford row nest, Gent 
Ellison, John, York, House Steward. June 5, Dent, York 
Gilpin, Bernard, Wynberg, Cape of Good Hope, Esq. June 24. Brad. 
shaw and Pearson, Barrow-in-Furness 
Gregory, Hezekiah, Nottingham, Lace Manufacturer. Jnne 18. Par. 
sons, Nottingham 
Gooch, Susannah, Halifax, York. July 1. Tennaat and Rayner, Dews- 


jury 
Hanson, Ruth, Twiston, Lancashire, June 25. Wheeler and Co, 
Clitheroe 
—, Henry, Finborough rd, Brompton, Gent. July 4. Betts, Ely 
place 
ayo. Richard, St John st, Clerkenwell, Baker. June 25. Goles, 
ime st 
Hompstead, Thomas, Higham, Kent, Farmer. June 20. Wickham, 


St 

Hothersall, Thomas, Clitheroe, Lancashire, Solicitor. June 25, 
Wheeler and Co, Clitheroe 

Hollah, Robert Arnold, “Bloomsbury square, Auctioneer. June 30. 
Wilkinson and Drew, Bermondsey st 

Hunt, Anne, Enfield Lock, Middlesex. June 24. 
Needham Market 

Johnson, John, Rainow, Cheshire, Publican. 
Henstock, Macclesfield 

Johnstone, Walter Halliday George, Tenbury, Worcester, Esq. July 3. 
Norris, Tenbury 

Knowles, William, Bardney, Lincoln, Gent. Aug it. Tweed, Lincoln 

Lamb, Christopher, Wilson rd, Camberwell, Master Mariner. June 25, 
Goles, Lime st 

Lawley, John, Aston Botterell, Salop, Innkeeper. July 5. Norris, 
Tenbury 

Lee, Edward, Bryanston square, Esq. July 20. Hodson, Lichfield 

Lower, Mark Antony, Enfield, Middlesex, Geat. June 24, W.de W, H; 
Lower, New Kent rd, Newington 

Luxford, Thomas, Frant, Sassex, Wood Dealer. 
Tunbridge Wells 

Morgan, Eleanor Sarah, Nottingham. July }. 
buildings 

Peck, Wiiliam, Devonshire terrace, Cavendish rd, Clapham park, Cow- 
keeper, July 19. Lucas and Sons, Surrey st, Victoria Embankment 

Philips, Margaret, Leawington Priors, Warwick. Aug I, Field, 
Leamington Priors 

Prescott, William George, Dover, Kent, Pilot. June 17. 
Dover 

Randall, Emma, Scarborouzh, York. July 1. Spirett, Leeds 

Smith, Thomas Charles, Oxford square, Esq. July 20. Freshfields and 
Williams, Bank buildings 

Speight, James, Caledonian rd, Islington, Clothier. june 21. Goles, 
Lime st 

Townsend, Abia, Wilcote, Oxford. 
Norton 

Twitchett, Thomas, Junction rd, Upper Holloway, Baker. June 25. 
Goles, Lime st 

Van der Willigen, Simon, Morden rd, Blackheath, Merchant. July 3. 
Hollams and Co, Mincing lane 


Hayward and Sons, 
June 24. Barclay and 


June 24. Cripps, 


Hillearys, Fenchurch 


Knockers, 


July 1. Saunders, Chipping 


ae Alice, Downham, Lancashire, June 25, Wheeler and 0), 

Clitheroe 

Wilkinson, Thomasin, Twiston, Lancashivre. June 25. Wheeler and 
Co, Clitheroe 


Worthington, Jonathan, Cheltenham, Gloucestershire, Esq. June 24. 
Matthews, Cardiff 
Bankrupts. 
Fripay, May 25, 1876. 
Under the Bankruptcy Act, 1869. 
Creditors must forward their proofs of debts to the Registrar. 
To Surrender in London, 
Bailey, Alfred Head, jun, Austin friars, Stock Broker. Pet May 23. 
Hazlitt. June 14arl 
Gilbert, Thomss Field, Queen’s buildirgs, Queen Victoria st, Stock 
Dealer. Pet May 22. Brougham. June 13 at Il 
Holder, Charles Henry, New st mews, Dorset square, Timber Merchant. 
Pet May 24. Spring-Rice. June 13 atl 
Horner, William, Sussex House, Brixton hill, Pet May 24. Spring- 
Rice. June 13 at 2 
Rae, John, Union court, Old Broad st, Merchant, Pet May 22. 
Brougham, June 14 at 12 
To surrender in the Country. 
Perkins, James, Hollinwood, Laacashire,Joiner, Pet May 24. Tweed- 
ale. Odham, June 16 at ll 
Seward, John, Bampton, Vevon,Grocer. Pet May 22. Daw. Exeter 
June 6 at ll ’ 
Vasey, Thomas, Scarborough, York, Grocer. Pet May 23. Woodall. 
Searborough, June7 at 3 
Waite, George, Northampton, Boot Manufacturer, Pet May 24, Dennis, 
Northampton, Jane 10 at 10 
Wood, George, Southport, Lancashire, Eating House Keeper. Pet May 
22, Watson, Liverpool, June 12 ut 2 
Tuespay, May 30, 1876. 
Under the Bankruptcy Act, 1869. 
Creditors must forward their proofs of debts to the Registrar. 
To Surrender in London. 
Jones, Thomas, Charlotte st, Portiand place, Brewer. Pet May 26. 
Keene. June 19 at 12,30 
Lewis, George, Southwark bridge rd, Law Agent. Pet May 24. Mur- 
ray. June 14 at 14, 
Michael, John William, Leadenhall st, Merchant, Pot May 24. Spring- 
Rice. June 13 at 12 
Thompson, WL Queen Victoria st, Metal Merchant, Pet May 26. 
Keene, June 19 at ia 
To Surrender in the Country. 
Barker, Philip, Manchesier, Agent. Wet May 25, 
June 22 at 9.30 


Kay, Manchoster, 
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Grey, William, Pigdon, Morpeth, Northumberland, Farmer. Pet May 
27. Mortimer. Newcastle, June 10 atul 

a ox? Aa Leicester, Draper. Pet May 26. Ingram. Leicester, 
June 14 at 


BANKRUPTCIES ANNULLED. 


Farmar, May 26, 1876. 
Warner, James, North buildings, Finsbury, Solicitor. May 18 
Robertson, James Wilson, Aldersgate st, Bullion Dealer. May 28 


TuzspaY, May 30, 1876. 
‘Whatman, Harriet Elizabeth, Cambridge rd, Maida hill. May 25 


Liquidation by Arrangement. 
FIRST MEETINGS OF CREDITORS. 
/ Fripay, May 26, 1876, 
Allen, William, Stafford, Penskett, Engineer. June 8 at 1 at offices of 
Tinsley, Priory st, Dudley 
Alliston, Henry, Stanton, Suffolk, Innkeeper. June 14 at 12at the 
Guildhall, Bury St Edmunds. Salmon and Son, Bury St Edmunds 
Atkins, Rees Lloyd, Dowlais, Glamorgan, Brewer. June 9 at 12.30 at 
offices of Smith ard Co, Victoria st, Merthyr Tydfil 
Aubrey, William, Briton Ferry, Glamorgan, Draper. June 3 at 11 at 
offices of Barnard and Co, Albion chambers, Bristol. Cox, Swansea 
Bade, Theodor, Swansea, Glamorgan, Painter. June 7 at 3 at offices of 
Jobn, roa ang Eon —e- a 
Balls, Henry, West wich, Surrey, 
the Alleyn’s Head, West Dulwich. 
Balmford, Ratcliffe, Halifax, York, Joiner. June 9 at 3 at offices of 
Walshaw, Crown st chamb« rs, Halifax 
Batey, Isaac, Hedley Hill, Durbam, Grocer. June 7 at 2 at offices of 
Proctor, Silver st, Durham 
Bellman, Henry, Plymouth, Devon, Ship Broker. June 14 at 11 at 
offices of Greenway, Frankfort st, Plymouth 
Bentley, Rev William, Taviatock place. June 6 at 3 at offices of Parkes, 
Beaufort buildings, Strand 
Bibby, Richard, Clitheroe, Lancashire, Grocer. June 7 at 1! at offices 
of hams, Church st, Clitheroe 
Bradbury, Willlam, Sutton, Cheshire, Silk Manufacturer. 
3 at the Queen's Hotel, Waters green, Macclesfield. May 
Bridle, William, Northampton, Ironmonger. June 9 at 2 at offices of 
Ashdowne, The Drapery, Nerthampton 
Brooke, Andrew, and Carter Wilcock, Heckmondwike, York, Woollen 
Manufacturers. June 13 at 2 at offices of Scholes and Son, Leeds rd, 
Dewsbury 
Brown, George Alfred, Downham rd, Kingsland, Veterinary Surgeon. 
June 12 at 3 at offices of Doyle, Carey st, Lincoln’s inn fields. Jones 
Buckley, Sir Edmund, Manchester, Bart., M.P. June 14 at 3 at the 
Clarence Hotel, Spring gardens, Manchester. Earle and Co, Man- 
chester 
Burgess, Samue), Manchester, House Furnisher. June 12 at 3 at offices 
of Sale and Co, Booth st, Manchester 
Buzudred, Alired, Shelton, Stafford, Blacksmith. June 5 at 3 at offices 
of Stevenson, Cheapside, Hanley 
Chadwick, Samuel Davidson, Edward Chadwick, and Arthur Cayley, 
Gracechurch st, Paper Manufacturers. June 20 at 12 at the Cannon 
st Hotel. Rexwortby, Cheapside 
Chichester, Henry Fitzwarine, Twickenham, Middlesex, Gent. June 
19 at 3 at the Inns of Court Hotel, Lincoln’s inn fields. Lumley and 
Lumley, Conduit st, Bond st 
Chorlton, John, Hanley, Stafford, Labourer. June 5 at 2 at offices of 
Stevenson, Cheapside, Hanley 
Cliffe, John, Congleton, Cheshire, Innkeeper. June 7 at 11 at offices of 
Cooper, West st, Congleton 
Coleman, Jobn, Marlborough, Wilts, Veterinary Surgeon. June 13 at 
lat the Ailesbury Arms Hotel, Marlborough. Goulter, Hungerford 
Collins, John, Wibvsey Bank Top, York, out of business. June 12 at 3 
at offices of Rennolls, Tyrrel st, Bradford 
Cook, John, York, Naturalist. June 9 at 3.30 at offices of Crumbie, 
Stonegate, York 
Cottom, John, Smethwick, Stafford, Boot Maker, June9at 3 aé offices 
of Beaton, Victoria buildings, Temple row, Birmingham 
Cowper, William Henry, Banbury, Oxford, Tailor. June 7 at 3 at the 
hite Lion Hotei, Banbury. Pain and Hawtin, Banbury 
Crawshaw, Richard, Bury, Lancashire, Waste Dealer. June l4at3 at 
offices ot Grundy and Co, Union st, Bury 
Cullen, Charles, Rosherville, Kent, Shipbuilder. June 9 at 11 at offices 
of Carter, Austin friars 
Cunningham, James Suffern, Liverpool, Commercial Traveller, June 
9 at 2 at offices of Harris, Union court, Liverpool 
Denton, Charles, Barnsley, York, Joiner, June 7at 11 at offices of 
Senior, Regent st, Barnsley : 
Downey, James, jun, Chesterfield, Derby, Tailor. Jane 12 at 3 at the 
Rutland Hote), Knifesmith gate, Chesterfield. Jones, Chesterfield 
Ellis, Edward John, and James Whitlow, O!d Ford, Chemical Manu- 
facturers. June 15 at 3 at offices of James and Edwards, Cannon st. 
Simpson and Cullingford, Gracechurch st 

Evans, Jolin, Redditch, Worcester, Grocer. June 6 at 3 at offices of 
Wright and Marshall, New st, Birmingham 

Evans, John, Liverpool, Slater. June 12 at 12 at offices of Ritson, Dale 
st, Liverpool 

Flower, Walter Lewis, Jermyn st. June 9 at 3 at the Inns of Court 
Hote], High Holborn, Fraser, Dean st, Soho 

Flynn, William, Manchester, Ege Dealer. June 12 at 2 at offices of 
Chew and Sons, Swan st, Manchester 

Gale, Thomas, and Charles James Rowe)l Lawday, Liverpool, Manu- 
facturers. June 8 at 2 at offices of Harris, Union court, Castle st, 
Liverpool ? 

Gardner, James Peter, Claremont square, Pentonville, out of business. 
June 6 at 3 at offices of Moore, Chancery lane 

Grant, James, Leicester, Currier. June 7 at 3 at offices of Harvey, 
Selborne buildings, Millstone lane, Leicester 

Gray, Francis, and Samuel Gaunt, Bilston, Stafford, Confectioners. 
June 8 at 11 at offices of Barrow, Queen st, Wolverhampten 

Gulliver, John Treadwell, Lewknor, Oxford, Grocer. June 10 at 12 
at offices of Swearse, Oorn Market st, Oxford 

Hague, William, Sheffield, Grocer. June 8 at 12 at offices of Leggoe, 
George st, Sheffield 

—_—: Edmund, Hertford, Redbourne, Carpenter, June 9 at 1 at the 
Midiand Hotel, Harpenden. Shepherd and Ewen, West Luton 


Fly Proprietor. June 8 at 4 at 
ubbard 


June 14 at 





Hargreaves, Joseph, Tyldesley, Lancashire, Provision Dealer. Jane 8 
@ at 3 at the Star and Garter Inn, Ty 4 Bolton 
Harley, Alexander, Beckenham, Kent, Gent. June J2 at 3 at offices of 


topher, Co! st 
Hartley, Samuel, Leeds, Stone Merchant. June7 at 11 at offices of 
Wilkinson, Kirkgate, Bradford 
Holyfield, John, Blockley, Worcester, Corn Miller. June 7 at 12 at 
offices of New and Co, Bridge st, Evesham 
Hunt, Arthur, Bristol, Livery Stable Keeper. June 14 at 2 at officeso 
Beckingham, Albion chambers, Broad st, Bristol 
Jackson, Benjamin Roche, jun, Birmingham, Dealer in Fancy Jewellery 
a 7 at 11 at offices of Robinsom and Son, Newhall st, Birming- 


am 

Jenkins, Jenkin, Tonypandy, Glamorganshire, Butcher. June 8 at 10 
at the Publir Ha ll Offices, T'reherbert. Howells 

Jenkins, Llewelyn, Maesyewmmyr, Monmouth, Boot Manufacturer. 
June 7 at | at offices of Tribe and Co, High st, Newport 

Jenkinson, Joseph, and George Jenkinson , Manchester, Stock Brokers. 
pnd 12 at 3 at offices of Grundy and Kershaw, Booth st, Man- 


ester 
Jones, Isaac, Swansea, Glamorgan, Ironfounder, June 6 at 3 at offices 
of Glascodiae, Fisher st, Swansea 
King, James, Oldham, Lancashire, Architect’s Clerk. June 5 at 1l at 
tke Brown Cow Hotel, Halifax. Shackleton, Halifax 
Ligsworth, Benjamin, Scarborough, York, Jet Ornament Manu- 
oo June 7 at 3 at offices of Wellburn, Huntriss row, Scar- 
rough 
Masters, Samuel, East Knoyle, Wilts, Cowkeeper. June 8 at 2 at the 
Grosvenor Arms Hotel, Shaftesbury. Robins, Shaftesbury 
Meades, John, East Grinstead, Sussex, Baker. June & at 3 at the 
Crown Hotel, East Grinstead. Pearless and Sons, East Grinstead 
Morgan, Rees, Aberdare, Contractor. June 10 at Li at offices of Phillips’ 
Maendy place, Aberdare 
Nightingar!, James, and James Hosmer Bushell, Dover, Kent, 
Builders. June 12 at 1! at offices of Fox, Townwall st, Dover 
Parker, William, Great Yarmouth. Norfolk, Licensed Victualler. June 
i at 12 at the Siar Hotel, Great Yarmouth. Emerson and Sparrow, 
orwich 
Phillips, George James, Chatham, Kent, Tobacconist. June 15 at 12 at 
offices of Parsons, Tnavies inn, Holborn ¢ircus 
Philpott, Charles, Worcester, Tobacconist. June 12 at 3 at offices of 
Corbett, Avenve House, The Cross, Worcester 
Pond, Jobn Samuel, Doncaster, York, Hair Dresser. June 8 at 11 at 
the Elephant Hotel, St Sepulchre gate, Doncaster. Heathcote; 
Doncaster 
Preston, Thomas, Birkenhead, Cheshire, Coal Dealer. June iS at 3 at. 
offices of Vine, Dale st, Liverpool. Rumsey, Liverpoo! 
Read, Miles, Har:ow rd, Paddington, Wine Merchant. June 6 at 3 at 
offices of Bartlett. Bush lane 
Reed, Thomas, St George’s, Gloucester, Haulier. June 7 at 2 at offices 
of Beckinghan, Albion chambers, Broad st, Bristol 
Rice, Wilfred Vincent, Leeds, Yorx, Restaurant Keeper. June 6 at 3 
at offices of Lodge, Park row, Leeds 
Ridall, Samuel, Alveston, Warwick, out of business. June 12 at 11 at 
the Unicorn Inn, Bridge Foot, Stratford-upon-Avon, Greves, Strat- 
ford-upon-Avon 
Robinson, William, Darlaston, Stafford, Nut Manufacturer. Jane 12 
at 11 at offices of Slater and Marsball, Butcrofi, Darlaston 
Rock, David. Normanton, York, Jeweller. June 6 at 3 at ofSces of 
Burton, Wood st, Wakefield 
Smith, Matthew kdward, Walsal), Stafford, Buckle Manufacturer. 
June 9 at 11 at offices of Glover, Park st, Walsall » 
Storey, William Fitch, Mitcham, Surrey, Wine Merchant. June 7 at$ 
at offices of Worthin gton and Co, Eastcheap 
Tattersall, John, Crewe town, Cheshire, Baker. June 5 at 11 atoffices- 
of Pointon, Market st, Crewe 
Tidy, John, Grave-end, Kent, Coach Builder, June 9 at 3 at offices of 
Parry, Basinghall st 
Walker, John, and James Walker, Stockton-on-Tees, Durham, Glass 
Dealers, June 5 at 3 as offices of Thompson, High at, Stocktoa. 
Trotter 
Wearmouth, Joseph, Coundon, Durham, Grocer. June 9 at 1! at offices. 
of Huil and Soatter, Durham Chare, Bishop Auckland. Siader, 
Bishop Auckland 
Webb, John Augustus, Stroud, Gloucester, Coal Merchant. June 7 at 
10 at offices of Jackson, London rd, Stroud 
Weil, Isidor, St George’s place, Knightsbridge, Tobacconist. Jans 6at 
1 at offices of Stollard, South Moulion at 
Weller, James, Hurst Wickham, Sussex, Builder. June 15 at 4at offices 
of Black and Co, Ship st, Brighton e 
Wilcock, Carter, Ge.rge Wilcock, Israel Wilcock, and Fred M 
troyd, Heckmondwike, York, Woollen Spinners. Jume i4at 2 at 
offices of Scholes and Son, Leedsrd, Dewsvury 
Wiliams, Evan, Upper Bolgoed, Brecon, Farmer. June 8 at 2 at offices 
of Thomas, High st, Brecon R 
Williams, Price, Smallthorne, Stafford, Fishmonger. June 6 at 1! at 
offices of Julian, Wedgwood chambers, Burslem 
Tvsspar, May 30, 1876, 
Adcock, James, Nuneaton, Warwick, Baker. Jane 14 at 11 at offices 
of Siingsby, Newdegate st, Nuneaton 
Aidney, George, and John Parry, Connahs’ Quay, Flint, Joiners. June 
9 at 12.30 at offices of Churtoo, Eastgate buildings, Chester 
Airey, Thomas, Mulathorpe, Westmorland, Labourer, Jane 12 at ll 
at offices of Watson, Highgate, Kendal 
Andrews, Charies James, Swansea Glamorgan, Tailor, Janae 12 at $ 
at officesof Wooaward, Wind st, Swansea 
Appleton, John, Gorton, Lancashire, File Manufactarer, June 14 at 3 
at the Clarence Hotel, Spring gardens, Manchester. Siorer, Maa- 
chester 
Archer, Frederick James, Beresford rd, Highbury, Professor of Music. 
June 8 at 4 at Ridler’s Hotel, Holbora. Yorke, Marylebone rd 
Arnall, William, Camden ré, Job Master. June 15 at2 at offices of 
Wright and Nicoil, Great Portland st 
Ashman, William Smalicombe, Bath, Gardener. June lé at 1) at 3, 
Wood st, Bath. Mogers 
Barnett, Thomas Hayes, Cleckheaton, York, Grocer. Jane 10 at 10.30 
at offices of Sykes, Oak st, Heckmoadwike 
Biddle, Robert, Bradford-cum-Beswick, Lancashire, Joiner. June 19at 
19 at offives of Law, King at, Manchester 
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Bishop, Thomas, Rolvenden, Kent, Farmer. June 15 at at the Bull | Lander, Joseph, Loughborough, Leicester, Grocer. June 19 at 11 at 
Ina, Rolvenden. Munn and Mace, Teaterdeu offices of Dean and Lickorish, Market st, Loughborough 
Blackburn, Joseph, Nottingham, Commission Agent. June 16 at 12 at Lea, James, Salford, Lancashire, Tobacconist. June 20 at 3 at offices. 
offices of Acton, Victoria st, Nottingham of Simpson and Hockin, Brazennose st, Manchester 


Buck, Augustus, Augustus James Buck, ani Arthar Joha Buck, Man- 
chester, Travelling Bag Manufacturers. June 15 at 2 at offices of 
Chew and Sons, Swan st, Manchester 

Cave, William, Banbury, Oxford, Boot Maker. June 13 at 3 at the 
White Lion Hotel, Banbury. Pain and Hawtin, Banbury 

Chamberlain, James, Broadclist, Devon, Bailder, Juoe 15 at 1 at 
offices of Harris, Gandy st, Exeter. Burch, Exeter 

Clancy, Themas, Leicester, Tarnsr, June ts at 12 a¢ offices of Fowler 
and Co, Friar lane, Leicester 

Clegg, John, Bradford, York, Coal Dealer. June 7 at 3 at offices of 

ton, Booth st, Bradford 

Colban, William, Sheepshed, Leicester, out of business. Jans 16 at 12 
at the Maypole Hotel, Long row, Nottingham. Deane and Lickorish, 
Loughborough 

Ceope, Miles, Armeley, Leeds, out of business. June 8 at 2 at offices 
of Palian, Bank chambers, Park row, L3eds 

Curtis, John, Wareham, Dorset, Saddier. June 12 at 3.30 at the 
Black Bear Hote!, Wareham. Travers, Poole 

Dargoe, John Thomas, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Metal Broker. June 1¢ 
at 2 at offices of Wallace, Hutton chambers, Pilgrim st, Newcastle- 
upon-Tyre 

Davidson, Thomas, Mountain Farm, Carmarthen, Farmer. June 10 at 
12 at offices of Morris and Morris, Quay st, Carmarthen 

Davis, Thomas Short, Bristol, out of business. June7 at 11 at offices 
of Meeres, Jobn st, Bristol 

Deacon, Charles, Watling st, Contractor. June 13 at 2 at offices of 
Waddell and Co, Queen Victoria st. Kays 

Dixey, Walter, Chelmsford, Essex, Mineral Water Manufacturer. June 
19 at 11.30 at offices of Blyth, Crane court, Chelmsford 

Dodd, William, Kendal, Westmorland, Inakeeper. June 13 at 11 at 
offices of Thomson and Wilson, Finkle st, Kendal 

Duckett, Henry Francis, Preston, Lancashire, Drysalter. June 9 at 11 
at offices of Thompson, Chanel st, Preston 

Edgintov, Josiah, Blockley, Worcester, Baker. Juns 16 at 2at tho 

Crown Inn, Blockley. New and Co, Evesham 

Fairfax, William Henry, Birmingham, Merchant. June l5at 12 at 
offices of Rowlands and Bagnall, Colimore row, Birmingham 

Farrington, Wilson, Bucknal!, Stafford, Blacksmith. Jaae 9 at ll at 
offices of Tennant, Cheapside, Hanley 

Fortnam, William, Alcestar, Warwick, Grocer. June 7 at 11 at offices 
of Jones, Alcester 

Fowler, Robert, Goole, York, Grocer. June 13 at 2 at offizes of Hind, 
Booth Ferry ri, Goole 

Fox, George, Hyde, Cheshire, Tailor, June 10 at 3 at the Thatched 
House Hotel, Market st, Manchester. Reddish. Glossop : 

Fox, Julia, Thorney, Cambridge, Blacksmith. June 12 at 12 at offices 
of Gaches, Cathedral gateway, Peterborough 

Frankland, Thomas, Preston, Lancashir2, Butcher. June 12 at 11 at 
offices of Rainford, Chapel watks, Preston 

Gale, Samuel, Leighton, Huntingdon, Farmer. Jone 19 at 11 at offices 
of Richardson and Son, Oandel 

Goodinson, Henry William, Sheffield, Ironmonger. June 12 at 2 at 
offices of Sing! Temple chambers, Fiztree iane, Sheffisid 

Greatbatch, Edward Daniel, Bournemouth, Hants, Upholsterer. Jane 
9 at 3 at offices of Gambleand Harvey. Gresham buildings, Gu ildhall. 
Lockyer, Gresham buildings, Guildhall 

Greenbank, John, Carthorpe, York, Tailor. June 7 at 2 at the Black 
Bull Hote!,Ripon. Caivert, Masham 

Griffin, William Cue, Eye, Northampton, Wheelwright. Jane 8 at I1 
at the Wentworth Hotel, Peterborough. Deacon aad Wilkins, 
Peterborough 

Hammond, William, Leeds, Paint Manufacturer. 
at Wharton’s Hote!, Park lane, Lezds. Pickering 

Harrison, Richard, Windermere, Westmorland, Shoe Maker. Jane 12 
at 11.30 at offices of Fisher and Gatey, Bowness 

Hartley, Joseph, York, Farsley, Deiver. Jane 9 a: 11 at offices of 
Wilkinson, Kirkgate, Bradford 

Helliar, James, Canterbury, Ironmonger. June 19 at 1 at the Guild- 
hall Coffee House, Gresham st. Plummer and Fielding, Burgate st, 
Canterbury 

Heslewood, Wiliiam, Stockton-on-Tees, Durham, out of business. June 
20 at 3 at offices of Thompson, High st, Stockton 

Hodgecn, Sarah Ann, Liverpool, out of business. Jane 13 at 3 at offices 
of Williams, James st, Liverpool 

Hollingdrake, William, and William Henry Westwood, Halifax, 
York, Boiler Makers. Jane 14 at {1 at the White Lion Hotel, Silver 
st, Halifax. Wood and Killick, Bradford 

Holmes, Willism Henry, Penton, Stafford, Boot Manufacturer. June 
7 at 11 at offices of Hayes and Moston, Uheapside, Hanley 

Hoses, John, and Ernst Albert Ludwig Mertens, Fenchurch st, 
Cattle Salesmen. Juse 20 at 2 at the Guildhall Tavern, Gresham st. 
Rooks and Co, King st, Oheapside 

Horefall, Abraham, Huddersfield, York, Grocer. 
offices of Berry, Market place, Hi 1a 

Inskip, William, Uashall Zaves, Yor, farmer. 
Aiees of Lasthams, Church st, Cliiheroe 

lreland, Henry, renege | debate“ Dealer. June 12 at 2 at 17, Little 
Park st, Coventry. r, Coventry 

Taczeom, George, Manchester, Silk Merchant. Jans 13 at 2 at offices 
A Atdleshan 204 Warourton, King st, Manchester 

Jenkins, David Morris, Treherbert. Glamorgaushire, Draggist. June 
15 at | at the Pablic Hall Ofices, Trshervert. Howelis 

Somes, Thomas, Leicester, Clothier. Jane 12 at 3 at offices of Harvey, 
Selborne oaildings, Milssone lane, Leicester 

Keates, Mary, Leek, Stafford, Hotel x. June 12 at 2.30 at offices 
a liacr and Co, Derby st, Leck 

Kennedy, Kcbert, Queen Victoria st, Tailor, Juae 7 at 12 at offices of 
Same, Creapride 

King, Alvert James, Basinghall st, Fancy Gools Imporwr. Jans 9 at 
3 at fices of Peséeil, Guiléhall chambers, Basinghall st 

King, R4ward, Littie Tower st, Cviontal Merchant, Jane 12 at 12 as 
Chices of Chariet, Gracechorch 

Ladd, James, Heating, Berks, Baiider, June 20 at 4 at offices of 
Carter, Oid Jewry chambers 





Janz 2 at 3 





Juse 12 at Il at 
June 12 at 11 at 





Luce, John, Thornbury, Gloucester, Butcher. June 15 at2 at offices 
of Benson and Thomas, Broad st, Bristol 

Lupton, John Holden, Radcliffe, Lancashire, Beerseller. 
at offices of Royle, Xing st, Manchester 

MacKinnon, Adam, Mancnester, Commission Agent. June 13 at4 at 
offices of Addleshaw and Warburton, King st, Manchester 

Malin, Thomas, Alvechurch, Worcester, Licensed Victualler. June 6 
at 12 at offices of Fallows, Cherry st, Birmingham 

Malpass, Henry, Tunstall, Stafford, Provision Factor. Jane7 at 2 at 
the Swan Hotel, Stafford. Hollinshead, Tunstall 

Newcombe, John, Stoke Damarel, Devon, Cab Proprietor. June 18 at 
11 at offices of Square, George st, Plymouth 

Nicholes, Edwin, bishops Waltham, Hants, Timber Merchant. June 9 
at 12 at offices of Perkins and Candy, Albion terrace, Southampion 

Offiey, David, Moxley, Stafford, Stocktaker. June 17 at 3 at offices of 
Bowen, Mount Pleasant, Bilston 

Oliver, William, Hackney-road, Tailor. June 22 at 3 at offices of Hollo- 
way, Ball’s Pong rd, Islingtoo, Fenton 

Owen, Hugh, Corwen, Merioneth, Grocer. 
James, Corwen 

Pargeter, Charles, Netherton, Worcester ,Grocer, June 8 at 21 at offices 
3 at offices of Stokes, Priory st, Dudley 

Paulin, Eligabeth, Morpeth, North land, Ir ger, 
3 at offices of Nicholson, Bridge st, Morpeth 

Pearce, Robert William, Southampton, Telegraph Inspector. Juae 7 
at 3 at offices of Shutte, Portland st, Southampton 

Pearson, George, Shettisid, Grocer. June 14 at Li at offices of Greaves 
and Allen, Old Haymarket, Sheffield 

Pegler, Arthur Samuel, Staines, Middlesex, Schoolmaster. June 23 at 
2 at offices of Horne, Clarence st, Staines 

Pickering, Ralph, Alston, Cumberland, Draper. June 13 at 11 at the 
Busb Hotel, Carlisle. Bainbridge and Mullican 

Poole, Robert, Nottingham, Contectioner, June 10 at 3 at offices of 
Belk, Middle pavement, Nottingham 

Porter, Benjamin, Blackburn, Lancashire, Auctioneer. June 12 at li 
at the Oid Bull Hotel, Blackburn. Tattersal!, Blackburn 

Rea, Frederick, Kingston-upon-Hull, Cooper. Juue 7 at 3 at offices of 
Chambers, Scaie lane, Kingston-upon-Hail 

Riley, William, Huddersfield, York, Dyer. June 12 at 11 at Wain. 
wes Temperance Hotel, Queen st, Huddersfield. Leeming, 

fax 

Salloway, Owen, Nottingham, Hatter, June !2 at 4 at 12, Fletchergate, 
Nottingham. Cockayne 

Smith, Henry, Horsforth, York, Accountant. June 14 at 3 at offices of 
Ferns, Bank st, Leeds 

Smith, Matthew, Sheffield, Grocer. 
Church st, Sheffield. Tattershall 

Soloman, Isaac, Birmingham, Clothier. June 8 at 10.15 at offices o f 
East, Eldon chambers, Cherry st, Birmingham 

Summerfield, Macdonald, Star Corner, Bermondsey, Coal Dealer. June 
6 at 3 at offices of Chipperfield, Trinity st, Southwark 

Swain, John. Metheringham, Lincoln, Grocer. June 1 at 12 at the 
Red Lion Hotel, Boston. Bailes, Boston 

Thimbieby, Henry John, Barnet, Hertford, Outfitter. June Mat 2 at 
offices of Dubois, Gresham buildings, Basinghali st. Du ois, King 
st, Cheapside 

Thomas, Edward, Chippenham, Wilts, Innkeeper, 
offices of Phillips, Market place, Chippenham 

Todd, William, Richmond, York, Saddier. June 15 at 11 at the Golden 
Lion Hotel, Northallerton. Huntons, Richmond 

Vivian, Frederick Edwin, Swansea, Glamorgan, Coal Merchant. June 
9 at 12 at offices of Davies and Hartland, Rutland st, swansea 

Waddington, Robert, Wigan, Lancashire, Tailor. June 10 at ll at 
Offices of Scott and Ellis, The Arcade, King st, Wigan 

Wakeman, Alfred, Manor House, Nunhead, Buok-keeper. June 9 atll 
at offices of Wade, Ciifford’s inn 

Walker, Emua, Clee, Lincoin, Smackowner. June 13 at 11 at offices 
of Grange and Wintringbam, West St Mary’s gate, Great Grimsby 

Walker, John, and James Walker, Stockton-on-Tees, Durham, out of 
— June 1d at 3 at offices of Thompson, High st, Stockton. 

rovter 

Walser, Thomas, Willenhall, Stafford, Grocer. June 14 at 12 at offices 
of Cresswell, New rd, Willenhall 

Weir, Robert, Bryamawr, Brecon, Draper. June 15 at 3 at the Queen’s 
Hotel, Newport. Shepard, Tredegar 

Whitfield, Gritfith, Melyniog Vawr, Montgomery, Farmer, June 13 
at 3 at offices of Donne, Church st, Oswestry 

Whittaker, Adrian Joseph Harry, Tunbridge Wells, Kent, Tailor. June 
14 at | at offices of Richards, Warwick st, Regent st 

Wilisher, John, Southsea, Hants, Fancy Statiocer. June 10 at 1 at 
145, Cneapside. King, Portsea 

Wilson, George Henry, and James McNeillic, Manchester, Warakonse- 
men, Jane 15 at 12 at offices of Siater and Poole, Norfolk st, Man- 


June 13 at 3 


Jane 9 at 12 at offices of 


June 9 at 





Jane 9 at 12 at the Cutlers’ Hall, 


June 8 at 11 at 


chestes 
Wrigley, Hall, Longwood, York, Mungo Manufacturer. June 12 at 3 
at offices of Learoyd and Oo, Buxton rd, Huddersfield 
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ROBE ae 8 MAKERS. 


BY GPECIAL APPOINTMENT, 
To Her Majesty, the Lord Chancellor, the Whole of the Judicial Bench 
Corporation of London, &c. 

SOLICITORS’ AND REGISTRARS’ GOWNS. 
BARRISTERS’ AND QUEEN'S COUNSEL'S DITTO, 
CORPORATION ROBES UNIVERSITY &% CLERGY GOWNS ZC. 
ESTABLISHED 1689, 

94, CHANCERY LANE, LONDON. 











